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Current Topics. 
Bonds, The King’s oe — 


WeE print elsewhere the Address which the Kina made to 
Parliament this week on the occasion of the victory of the 
Allies and the United States. We have throughout the war 
if applied on behalf of a person endeavoured to adapt our columns to the requirements of the 

times, and our record of War Orders and Proclamations may 

fittingly include words in which His Majesty has expressed 
o - - 

aged 40 next birthday, under the the feelings of the nation in such noble and inspiring terms 

It is inevitable at a time like this, when the continent of 

Europe is shaken by revolution, the end whereof cannot yet 

s ’ ° / 

Special Scheme described in the be foreseen, to regard with admiration the stability of the 

British Crown. The reasons for this are known to all. We 

may erhaps, without presumption refer to one, and 

“6 ‘ sas ”? ao 4 ps; em. ’ 

Leaflet, Practical Patriotism, that the greatest—the personal qualities of the wearer. But 

the position has been stated once for all in the line, as 

applicable to the Throne now as in the time of QUEEN 


VICTORIA 
issued by the LEGAL AND Broad-based gipon her people’s wil] ins 


The League of Nations Union. 
Ir 1s satisfactory to note that the League of Nations 
GENERAL LIFE ASSUR- Society, which has done such good work in familiarising the 
country with the project of a League of Nations designed 
as far as possible to prevent var, and Uhe newer organization— 
the League of Free Nations Association—have become amal- 
ANGE SOCIETY 10 Fleet gamated under the name of the League of Nations Union, so 
J 4 that the danger, which at one time threatened, of yap Tg 
and perhaps to some extent oe efforts ~ a ag é 
Sen We give in another column the statement which has been 
Street, London, E.C. 4. d eee of the general objects of the Union. They include 
the submission of all disputes to methods of peaceful — 
ivi { : 2 e suppression by all available means of acts of war; 
for ° COPY, siving full particulars ap 2 a Supreme Court; and the establishment of a 
which shall provide for the development 
of a scheme which enables you of International Law, for the settlement of differences not 
suitable for the Supreme Court, and the supervision and con- 


So much has been said recently by 


permanent ‘Council 


trol of armaments. cen 

to give your country some real responsible statesmen of the necessity for a League of Nations, 
— to arise out of the present war and as a part ol the general 

settlement. that it is difficult to select parti ular utterances; 
but we may refer to the weighty observations made by Lord 
Ropert Ceci in his recent address at Birmingham U niver- 
sity on the occasion of his instalment as Chancellor. We have 
neither space nor opportunity at present to follow his argu- 
ment. and to see how far he has advanced a matter which till 
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assistance, 
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recently was regarded as Utopian, but now is looked upon as 
the only safeguard for civilization. If, he says, the League of 
Nations is a dream, it is difficult to avoid despair. We are 


glad to tl that, while statesmen of perhaps greater influ- 
ence have no time to do more than approve the principles of 
the great scheme, Lord Rosert Cecit is one who, if he has 
the opportunity, will do good service in its practical establish- 
ment 

“The End of the War,” 


We noricep at the time the Reports of the Attorney- 
General's Committee, of which Mr. Justice ATK1n was Chair- 
man, on the meaning of the term ‘‘ period of the war’”’ and 
nilar expressions in the Emergency Legislation and 
Of such expressions a great variety have been 
used, for the present war,’’ ‘‘ during the continu- 
ance of the present hostilities,’’ ‘‘ the duration of the war,”’ 
A list will be found in the first interim Report of 
The three interim 


other 
Regu shion 

uch a 
and so on 
the Committee, dated 12th January, 1918. 


teports and the Final Report, dated 2nd May, are now 
printed together as [Cd, 9100], and are obtainable for 6d. 
In the second interim Report it was pointed out that 
Emergency Regulations and all Orders made under them 


would necessarily lapse on the termination of the war, since 
the power to make regulations conferred by the Defence of 
the Realm (Consolidation) Act, 1914, only exists during the 
And vet, as the Committee observed, many of the 
and social conditions, which have made particular 
iry during the war, will continue to exist 


war. 
économic 


regulations nece 

after the date which marks the termination of the war. 
The conditions of demobilization will for a time, as to some of 
the problems—e.g., transport—be similar to the conditions of 


the state of war. On the other hand, some regulations impose 
restrictions upon personal liberty—e.g., as to lights, spreading 
information and the like—which plainly cease to be necessary 
with the cessation of hostilities. Those as to lights have, for 
As far as personal comfort and 
neerned, this been one of the most 
welcome results of the armistices Those as to spreading 
information are, it may be hoped, on the point of going, and 
with these we may include those on the expression of opinion ; 
though we note that the official view is that no restrictions on 
And yet we 


the most part, alr ady gone 


convenience is has 


ion of opinion have ever existed. 


the expres 
should have thought it was well known that numerous 
prosecutions have been aimed at such expression. The con- 


clusion of the Committee was that for some of the powers an 
ion of time would be necessary, and in an Appendix 
given of regulations the lapse of which might be 


earhen 
a list was 
found inconvenient. 

The Termination of the Present War 

(Definition) Act. 

As to what in substance is meant by the end of the war, 
the Committee expressed their opinion in the first interim 
Report ‘Speaking,’’ they said, ‘‘of the legislation 
generally, the war cannot be said to end until peace is finally 
and irrevocably obtained; and that point of time cannot be 
earlier than the date when the treaty of peace is finally 
binding on the respective belligerent parties, and that is 
the date when ratifications are exchanged.’’ They advised, 
however, that there should be some method of declaring 
authoritatively the exact date at which the country ceases 
to be at war with all or any of the enemy Powers; and they 
were of opinion that statutory power should be obtained to 
enable this date to be fixed by Order in Council. This accord- 
ingly is the method which has been adopted in the Termina- 
tion of the Present War (Definition) Bill, clause 1 of which 
is, as altered in the substituted Bill, as follows :— 

1.—(1) His Majesty in Council may declare what date is to be 
treated as the date of the termination of the present war, and the 
present war shall be treated as having continued to and as having 
ended on that date for the purposes of any provision in any Act of 
Parliament, Order in Council, or Proclamation, and, except when 
the context otherwise requires, of any provision in any contract, 





deed, or other instrument referring, expressly or impliedly, and 
in whatever form of words, to the present war or the present 
hostilities : 

Provided that in the case of any such Act, conferring powers on 
any Government Department, or any officer of any Government De- 
partment, exerciseable during the continuance of the present war, if 
it appears to His Majesty that it is expedient that the powers shall 
cease before the date so fixed as aforesaid, His Majesty in Council 
may fix some earlier date for the termination of those powers. 

(2) The date so declared shall be fixed with regard to, and shal) 
not be later than, the date of the exchange or deposit of ratifications 
of the treaty or treaties of peace. 

Provided that, notwithstanding anything in this Act, the date 
declared as aforesaid shall be conclusive for all purposes. 

(3) His Majesty in Council may also similarly declare what date 
is to be treated as the date of the termination of war between His 
Majesty and any particular State. 


The second clause gives the short title. Apparently this will 
still leaves it necessary to obtain special statutory power n 
the case of any Emergency Regulation which may be required 
for a longer period. As to the construction of contracts, the 
Committee expressed the view that unless the context other- 
wise requires, the same construction would be put on the 
phrases in contracts as in the Emergency Bigidielion ; but 
they advised that statutory power should be given to declare 
the meaning in this case as well—a course which has been 
adopted, but only at the last moment, 


The Liability of Railway Companies for Stolen 
Goods. 

In a case of Smith v. Midland Railway Co., in the Divi- 
sional Court on 14th November, Mr. Justice Lusa and Mr 
Justice BaiLuacue differed as to the evidence required where 
goods have been pilfered in transit. The case raised a nice 
point between salbwty companies and consignors. The plain- 
tiffs had a contract with the company to carry consign- 
ments of boots at half the ordinary rate, the company con- 
tracting out of their liability, except for wilful misconduct. 
There was no dispute that the onus of. proof of wilful mis 
conduct was on the plaintiff, but the difficulty arose as to the 


kind of evidence which the judge was justified in leaving to. 


the jury on the issue of wilful misconduct. The county court 
judge left the issue to the jury, on the ground that there had 
been a theft which could only have been committed by the 
company’s servants, even although the public had access to the 
van and platforms en route. That is to say, he thought the 
probabilities, the circumstantial evidence, were against the 
company. The question was whether the jury were entiiled 
to infer wilful misconduct, as nothing short of this wil] do: 
see, for instance, Sheppard v. Midland Railway Co, (85 L. J. 
K. B. 285n). The jury found a verdict against the company, 
and the company appealed. Lusu, J., thought the county 
court judge ought not to have left the case to the jury in the 
absence of evidence directly inculpating any of the servants 
of the company. Bartnacue, J., thought the case was pro 
perly left to the jury, who were entitled to draw the inference 
as to wilful misconduct. On this division of opinion the 
appeal was dismissed. 


Railway Companies and Passengers’ Luggage. 


ANOTHER INTERESTING case—Soanes v. London & South 
Western Railway Co., before Coteripce and Avory, JJ, 
this week (Times, 21st inst.)—raises again the old question 
as to the liability of a railway company for passengers’ lug 
gage stolen while in transit. As regards luggage which the 
passenger takes into the carriage with him the ordinary lit 
bility of the company as common carriers arises, modi 
only to the extent that, if loss happens by reason of want of 
care of the passenger himself, who has taken within his owl 
immediate control the goods which are lost, their contract fa 
safe carriage does not apply to loss so caused: Great Westers 
Railway Co. v. Bunch (13 App. Cas. 31, at p. 42). During 
the actual journey the luggage is usually in the immediai@ 
proximity of the passenger, and loss is unlikely, but if 
leaves his carriage en route and travels in another, leaving % 


luggage unprotected, there is negligence which excuses 
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railway company if it is in consequence stolen: Talby v. Great 
Western Railway Co. (L. R. 6 C. P. 447); though it is pre- 
sumed that this case would not be extended to loss happening 
while a passenger has gone to a restaurant car. 


Liability at the Beginning of the Journey. 

But usvuaLty the difficulty arises in respect of the beginning 
and end of the journey. The passenger arrives at the station 
and entrusts his luggage to a porter while he is engaged in 
the preparations for his journey, or waiting for the train. In 
this case it seems that the test is whether he has arrived only 
a reasonable time before the departure of the train, for it is 
only during such a time that it is within the scope of a porter’s 
authority to accept it for safe custody. This was the point 
decided in Bunch’s case, where the passenger arrived at 
Paddington at 4.20 p.m. on Christmas Eve for the 5 p.m. 
train. It was held that the county court judge might 
properly find that this was no more than a reasonable time 
to allow under the circumstances, and accordingly the judg 
ment for the passenger was upheld. In the recent case of 
Soanes v. London & Brighton Railway Co. (supra) the cir- 
cumstances were somewhat similar. ‘The plaintiff went to 
Waterloo to travel to Andover. A porter took his luggage 
from his taxicab, followed him while he took his ticket, and 
then went with him through the barrier to the platform. 
He then told the plaintiff there was no train for an hour, 
and at the plaintiff's request he took charge of the luggage. 
Twenty-five minutes later it was found to have been stolen. 
The porter was in uniform, but was not actually employed at 
Waterloo. The county court judge found in favour of the 
railway company, partly because the porter was not acting 
within the scope of his employment. But the Divisional 
Court differed from him. The porter was a general agent, 
and no notice of any restriction on his employment had been 
given to the plaintiff. Hence the rule, which Coterince, J., 
described as settled law, applied—namely, that if a passenger 
is on, or continuing, his journey when he gives a porter his 
luggage to carry into the carriage, or into the van, the porter 
is in charge of that luggage, and the company is liable as 
a common carrier. : 


Liability at the End of the Journey. 

Stitt more difficult questions, perhaps, arise at the end 
of the journey, when the luggage is stolen in transit from 
the carriage to a cab; but for ordinary cases the liability of 
the railway company is settled by the decision of the Common 
Pleas (Jervis, C.J., and CressweLt, WILLIAMs, and 
Crowper, JJ.) in Butcher v. London & South-Western Rail- 
way Co. (16 C. B. 13). There the plaintiff, who was travelling 
from Farnham to Waterloo, brought with him into the car- 
riage a carpet bag containing, besides wearing apparel, money 
to the amount of £400. He, like a prudent man, kept it 
on his knee during the journey, but on arriving at Waterloo, 
being unsuccessful in his search for a cab, he allowed a porter 
to take it, and followed him through the confusion of the 
traffic as well as he could. The porter placed the bag on the 
footboard of a cab to secure the cab, and returned for some 
other luggage, but on going back to the spot where the cab 
had stood, neither cab nor carpet bag was to be seen, nor was 
either ever discovered. It had previously been held in Richards 
v. London, Brighton d& South Coast Railway Co. (7 C. B. 
839), under somewhat similar circumstances, that the liability 
of the company as common carriers continued until the lug- 
gage was delivered to the passenger in the cab—apparently 
the decision went as far as this. At least that was the con- 
struction put upon it in Butcher's case (supra), and the com- 
pany was held liable for the loss of the carpet bag. A 
passenger may accept delivery of his luggage at the end of 
the journey short of having it put into a cab for him. But 
if he intends to take a cab and relies on the assistance of 
the company’s servants to enable him to leave the station 
in a cab, then the delivery is not complete, and the company’s 
liability continues, until the passenger and his luggage are 


Professional Trade Unionism. 

Tue case of Pratt v. British Medical Association (reported 
elsewhere) is remarkable for the length and elaboration of the 
judgment of Mr. Justice McCarpiz. The result, however, 
of his examination and discussion of the authorities bearing on 
actionable conspiracy is not to develop any further the law 
on this subject, or to enunciate any proposition of an un- 
expected character. What the learned Judge did shew very 
clearly was that the kind of action for which the British 


Medical 


made 


Association itself responsible, or which it 
initiated and encouraged, fell within the legal category of un- 
lawful conspiracy according to the decided cases. The 


damages given against the British Medical Association, and 
the injunction granted, will put an end to a form of activity 
of very ill example set by so important a representative body 
of the medical profession. 
ordinary trade union; , a body 
of solicitors similarly organized outside the Law Society@ 
sphere, or the Bar Council, acting independently of the Inns 
of Court, had taken action against members of the legal pro 
fession corresponding to that taken by the British Medical 
Association. 


It was a bad example to the 
and we should be sorry if, say 


Actionable Conspiracy. 
PROBABLY THE important 
McCarpie’s judgment was what 


most part of Mr. Justice 
said as to 
tion or conspiracy to do something which would its 
actionable if done by one person. In the leading case of 
Lumley v. Gye (2 E. & B. 216) it was held that an action will 
lie against a man who unlawfully procures a person to commit 
a breach of his contract with another. The learned Judge 
remarked upon this that the effect of a conspiracy to commit 
a wrong within Lumley v. Gye was only of importance in 


a mbina 
if 


he 


be 


considering the weight of the acts alleged and the. extent of 
the resulting damage. Afterwards, in to 
v. Leatham (1901, A. C. 495), he said it was curious that the 
judgments there should have dwelt with such amplitude upon 
conspiracy and which of the 
matter. The real gist that a single person or body of 
persons must not inflict damage upon another by employing 
unlawful means to injure that person’s business, and that 
this applies even where no specific act per se actionable (as 
in Lumley v This certainly brings into 
desirable prominence, if it is really the law, the fact that 
conspiracy is not actionable per se, but is actionable only on 
account of the object it seeks to attain or the unlawful means 
it uses, no more and no less than would be the unlawful object 
or the unlawful means of a single individual It clears the 
law of conspiracy frome the prejudice surrounding it, if 
can say with the learned Judge that the incident of con 
spiracy seems to add nothing of direct juristic relevance to 
the principle of actionable wrong. 


The True Doctrine of the Old Use. 


In an article discussing the point decided in Re Cornwallis- 
West (ante, pp. 5, 20), reference was made to the doctrine 
that in certain cases a person who conveys away the seisin of 
land, and afterwards takes it back again, is in of the old use. 
In some of these cases the doctrine is so stated as 
an apparent contradiction in terms 
that A., being absolute owner of a piece of land, conveys it 
to X. and his heirs without consideration and without declar- 
ing any use: here the fee simple is said to result to A., 
he is in the same position as if he had not parted with the 
seisin at all (Williams on Real Property, 22nd ed., 176). A. 
is said to be “‘ in ’’—that is, of the old use (Sanders on 
Uses, 99). ‘‘It is the old use which results’’ (Gilbert on 
Uses, Sugden’s note, 121; Sugden on Powers, 20). But what 
is the old use? A. may have acquired the land by descent 


relerence (Juimn 


combination, was not the gist 


was 


Gye) is committed. 


we 





to involve 
Suppose, for example, 


and 


seised 


or devise, or it may have been conveyed to him by ordinary 
deed of grant, and, if so, he did not acquire the land by way 








How, then, can he be in of the old use? 


of use. 
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The answer is that in the phrase in question the word. i 
use ’’ does not mean what we generally understand by it. 
At the present day, the system ol! uses 1s of practical lm port- 
ance as part of the machinery of conveyancing, because it 
enables us to limit estates and interests in jand in a way which 
was impossible at common law, and we therefore regard a use 
as a mode of limiting an estate or interest, or of creating a 
power. In the sixteenth acpnd. however, even after the 
Statute of Uses was passed, “‘ use’’ meant a great deal more 
than this, for it still meant what it meant before the statute, 
namely, the equitable or beneficial ownership of land, 
created for the purpose of evading the rigours of the common 


ee 


law. <As Lord St. Leonarps says (Gilbert on Uses, xli.): 
The increasing commerce of the country, and consequent neces. | 
sity of frequent and secret transfers of property; the desire of | 
evadir ig forte:tures for treason, fi rmeriy but too Irequent ; the Irauds 
of the clergy to mocrease their possessions; the desire so natural 
7 all men o: disposng of ther property by will—all these circum- | 
stances concurred in sharpening men’s wits to discover a mode of | 
evading the strictness of tne common ia . Uses were well | 
adapted to answer all these various purposes They evaded without 
overturning the common law 
Lord Coxe tells us much the same thing (1 Co. 121b) 
‘There were tw tors of uses, fear and fraud: fear, in times 
of troubles and civ wars, to eave the reritances from berg | 
forfeted; and fraud, defeat due debts, lawful actions, wards, 


escheats, mortmains, & 
Lord Bacon also thought that uses were invented partly to 
inous "’ intents (Uses, 21,25). 
It is sometimes said that the Statute of Uses a use 
was similar to what we now call a trust, but this statement is 
only partly true, and gives an entirely wrong impression of 
the nature of the use in former Before the statute a 
use was the equitable or beneficial ownership of land. “A 
use in the profit or benefit of lands or tenements’’ (Shepp. 
Touch. 501), or, as Lord Bacon puts it: ‘‘ Use is an ownership 
in trust’’ (Uses, 9). In order to create a use, the owner of 
the land conveyed it to feoffees, duty was threefold: 
to allow the feoffor to take the profits; to convey the land to 
the feoffor’s heir or devisee, or otherwise as he might direct; 
and to defend the land against disseisors (Bacon on Uses, 10; 


give effect to unlawtul and coy 


before 


times. 


Ww hose 


Shepp. Touch. 502) If land was conveyed to a feoffee for 
some special or transitory purpose, this was called an 
*‘intent’’ or special trust,’’ and not a use (Bacon, 8; 
Sanders on Uses, 3) The essence of a use, in the ordinary 


sense of the word, was that the feoffor retained the whole bene- 
ficial interest. At the present day a trust of this nature is 


almost unthinkable; no one would convey his land to trustees 


upon trust for himself, his heirs, appointees and assigns, 
because he would gain nothing by it. Yet before the Statute 
of Uses. as BLacKksTone tells us, ‘‘ uses grew almost uni- 


versal,’’ by which he means that the greater part of the land 
in England was vested in feoffees to uses, as the nominees or 
trustees of the rea who wished to enjoy the benefits 
of ownership without its drawbacks, which, owing to the 
feudal rules of tenure, were at that time considerable. Feoff- 
ments to uses were also made at this period for the purpose 
of family settlements (29 Law Q. R. 307), but they seem to 
have been comparatively rare. In the great majority of cases 
cestui que use was absolute beneficial owner. ' 

The practice of conveying land to feoffees to uses as nominees 
or trustees of the real owners was carried to such an exteni 


] owners, 





easily if he disregards 
and fanciful descriptions of the given by Lord Coke 
und starts from the fact that ‘‘ use’’ simply means 
passages in the old writers are unintelligible without 
LITTLETON 383) mentions the case of an 


' The student will understand the subject more 
the elaborate 
and other writers, 


‘ benefit."’ Some 


use 


(sec. 


this explanation Thus 

executor to whom land was devised for sale; he kept the land unsold 
for two years, and during that time took the profits ‘‘ to his own use, 
without doing anythiung for the soule of the deceased’: it was held 
that he ought to have applied them “to the use of the dead "’; that is, 
by having masses said for the benefit of his soul. The student should 


also bear in mind Professor MAITLAND’s warning (‘* Lectares on Equity,’ 
24): ‘‘ The term ‘ use’ is a curious one; it has, if I may say so, mist 
its own origin. You may think that it is the Latin ueus, but that is 
not so; it is the Latin opus.”’ Maitland goes on to explain that in old 
French, opus became ces or ues, and so was confused with use. One 


of the meanings of opus is benefit 


L 
Ker 


| of Uses converted uses into legal estates. 


| (Co 


in the fifteenth and sixteenth centurjes, that it gave rise to a 
presumption or “‘ intendment of law’’ that every feoffment 
was made to the use—that is, for the benefit—of the feoffor 
unless the contrary was proved ; the feoffment might have been 
made to carry out a purchase by the feoffee, but if so, the 
fact was easily proved, and therefore ‘‘ the Chancellor thought 
it more convenient to put the purchaser to prove his considera- 
tion than the feoffor and his heirs to prove the trust; and so 
made the intendment towards the use, and put the proof upon 
the purchaser ’’ (Bacon on Uses, 22). 

Before the Statute of Uses, therefore, if A. conveyed land 
to X. and his heirs, the onus lay on X. to prove that he was 
intended to take beneficially; unless he did this he took 
nothing but the seisin or legal estate, and the use—that is, 
the beneficial] ownership—remained in A. 

Although the use, or beneficial ownership, differed from the 
common law seisin in many important respects, being free from 
feudal burdens and incidents, yet in some respects ‘‘ the use 
ensued the nature of the land.’’ For example, on the death 
intestate of cestui que use, the use descended to his heir in the 
same way as the land would have done if the legal estate had 
vested him. It followed that if a man who had 
acquired land by descent ex parte maternd, conveyed the 
legal estate to a feoffee to uses and died intestate, the Court 
of Chancery held that the use descended to his heir ex parte 
maternd (5 Ed. 4, 7b, cited 1 Co. 100b), because the use— 
that is, the beneficial ownership—had always remained in 
him ; it was not a new interest created by the feoffment; no- 
thing but the seisin or legal estate passed by the feoffment ; the 
use or beneficial ownership was not included in the convey- 
ance; it remained in the feoffor. In technical language, the 
feoffment did not break the descent so far as the use was con- 


been 


| cerned, because the feoffment did not operate on the use; the 


beneficial ownership remained in the feoffor, and on his death 
his heir ex parte materndé became entitled to it in equity 

These doctrines were logically followed when the Statute 
After 1536, there- 
fore, if A. conveyed land to X. and his heirs without con- 
sideration and without declaring any use, the use or beneficial 
ownership remained in A., and the statute took effect, because 
this was a case of one person being seised to the use of another. 
Consequently A.’s use was converted by the statute into a 
legal estate in fee simple; he was seised by virtue of the use 
which remained in him; in technical language he was said 
to be in of the old use. And the new seisin which he thus 
acquired gave him, in the words of the statute, ‘‘ suche lyke 
estate ’’ as he had in the use; his new estate in fee simple had 
the same qualities and incidents as the old use. If, therefore, 
he had acquired the land by descent ex parte maternd, the 
conveyance did not break the descent, and on his death intes- 
tate the land descended in exactly the same way as the use 
would have descended before the statute, namely, to his heir 
ex parte maternd, as above explained. The same rule applied 
if the use was expressly limited to the grantor and his heirs 
Litt. 13a, Harcrave’s note), because, whether the use 
was expressly reserved by the deed, or implied by law in the 
absence of an express limitation, ‘‘ it remained in the donor 
and was never drawn out of him’’: Godbold v. Freestone (3 
Lev. 406); Abbot v. Burton (Salk. 590). So if uses were 
limited to strangers, with an ultimate limitation to the use 
of the grantor’s own heirs, the use of the fee simple remained 
in the grantor ; it was ‘‘ the ancient use in him, and was never 
out of him’’: Read v. Erington (Cro. Eliz. 321); Co. Litt. 
22b.2 

In Pyhus v. Mitford (1 Ventr. 380), Hare, C.J., clearly 
explained the doctrine of a use arising by implication of law 
in the case of a covenant to stand seised to uses to arise after 
the death of the covenantor; this gives him an estate for his 
own life by implication : 

“And this is .~ because the estate retarns, as my brother 


Twisden has sxid, but because the estate wae never out o him, and 
cannot return either from the heir or covenantee.’ 


": Co, Litt. 2%. Ia 


” 





2 ‘* The use of the fee continued ever in him 
Hargrave and Butler's edition ‘‘ ever’ is erroneously printed “‘ over 
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So Mr. Fearne (Cont. Rem. 42) lays down the doctrine 
“ that as well in a fine or feoffment as in a covenant to stand 
seised to uses, so much of the use as a man does not limit away 
remains in him.’’ 

Since the Inheritance Act, 1833, the doctrine has lost much 
of its importance (ante, p. 21). But it is still in force, for 
if a man acquires land by descent, and conveys it to X. and 
his heirs, without consideration, and without declaring any 
use, and dies intestate, descent is traced not from him, but 
from the last of his ancestors who acquired the land by pur- 
chase: section 3 of the Inheritance Act does not apply to such 
a case (Hayes, Conv. 317). The conveyance is ‘‘ absolutely 
inoperative’’ (Williams on Settlements, 18), because the 
grantor merely conveys the legal seisin to X.; he retains 
the use or beneficial ownership, which is instantaneously con- 
verted by the Statute of Uses into a legal estate in fee simple, 
having the same qualities and incidents as the old or retained 
use, 

This is the true doctrine of the old use. We are so accus- 
tomed at the present day to regard uses as a convenient method 
of creating estates, rent-charges, powers, and the like, that it 
requires some mental effort to recall the original meaning of 
the word “ use,’’ and the difficulty is increased by the way in 
which the doctrine of the old use is generally explained. For 
example, Blackstone (2 Comm. 335), in describing the opera- 
tion of a conveyance to uses, says: 

“* Whenever the use limited by the deed expires or cannot vest, 

% retarns back to him who raised iit, after such expiration, or during 

such umpossibility, and is calied a resulting use.’ 

And in a modern work (Digby, Hist. Law R. P. 329) we are 
told that: — 

“* Where a feofiment was made without consideration .. . 
use was said to result or come back to the donor.” 

These statements are erroneous, for in the case of a re- 
sulting use it is the old use that results (supra), and the 
essential quality of the old use is that it never leaves the 
grantor: it remains in him, and therefore cannot come back 











the 


to him. | 


Lord St. Leonarps carried the error stil] farther, 


* limitation to the father for life, ‘‘ in restoration and by way | 
of continuation ’’ of his life estate under the original settle- | 
ment, this has the effect of ‘‘ restoring ’’ the old use (ante, | 
p- 7). But restoration implies a preliminary destruction. 
When an amateur architect restores an ancient abbey, he | 
destroys a considerable part of the old building in the process, | 
and replaces it with new work. So when land is resettled, the 
old estates are destroyed, and their place is taken by new 
estates. In an ordinary disentailing deed, the father and 
the son join in conveying their estates to A. and his heirs to 
such uses as they shall appoint, and in default of appointment 
to the uses of the original settlement ; the effect of this is that | 
until the power of appointment is exercised the father is tenant | 
for life under his old use, because such a use is implied by law | 
(Beckwith’s case, 2 Co. 58b), and the express declaration is | 
mere surplusage: Godbold v, Freestone (3 Lev. 406); Abbot | 
v. Burton (Salk. 590). But when the overriding power of 
appointment is exercised by the resettlement, the estates 
limited in default of appointment are destroyed, because they 
are divested, and new estates are created in their place (Far- 
well on Powers, 310). There is no authority for Lord Sr. | 
Leonarps’ statement (ante, p. 7) that this operation of an 
appointment can be prévented by inserting in it a declaration 
that the father’s life estate under the appointment is in 
restoration of his original life estate; the learned writer him- 
self was unable to cite any authority which supports his pro- | 

ition, for the two cases to which he refers are absolutely 

irrelevant (awte, p. 7). 

It is important to bear in mind that the only object of the 
“restoration ’’ clause is to keep alive the powers annexed to 
the old life estate, and that the preservation of the life estate 
itself is quite immaterial (3 Davidson Prec. Conv. 596; ante, 
F It is true-that Lord St. Leonarps had two excuses. 

In the first place, he thought that if the old life estate was 

destroyed, the powers annexed to it were also destroyed ; this 


| 







| opinion was decided to be erroneous in Alexander v. Mills 
(L. R. 6 Ch. 124). In the second place, it was not settled 
until 1879 that the estate taken by an appointee under a power 
is @ new estate, even if it is identical in point of quantum 
with the estate which he takes in default of appointment 
(Farwell on Powers, 513). If the law on these two points had 
been settled in Lord Sr. Lreonarps’ time, he would not have 
been driven to invent his extraordinary theory that a use can 
be revived after it has been destroyed. ‘his is quite contrary 
to the true doctrine of the old use, as above explained. Lord 
CoKE sums up the doctrine by saying that when a man is seised 
of land for his own benefit, he has both the legal estate and 
the use (that is, the beneficial ownership), ‘‘ and therefore 
when he makes a feoffment in fee without valuable considera- 
tion to divers particular uses, so much of the use as he disposeth 
not is in him as his ancient use in point of reverter.’’ Lord 
Coxe adds that this explains the rule of descent which pre- 
vailed before the Inheritance Act, the effect of which was that, 
if the feoffor had acquired the land by descent ez parte 
maternd, the use descended to his heir of the part of the 
mother, ‘‘ which could not be if it were not the old use, but a 
thing newly created ’’ (Co. Litt. 23a). The feoffment con- 
veyed the seisin or legal estate, but the feoffor retained the 
beneficial interest, or, as Lord Coxe puts it, ‘‘ the use of the fee 
continued ever in him’’ (Co. Litt. 22b). Such a use cannot 
be ‘‘ restored ’’ to the feoffor, because it never left him. No 
one can understand the doctrine of the old use unless he realizes 
that before 1536 the primary and ordinary meaning of ‘‘ use’’ 
was the beneficial ownership of land. 
CHARLES SWEET. 


The Theory of a Second Chamber. 


II. 

| The Composition of the Second Chamber.—The work which a Second 
| Chamber would have to do and the adjustment of differences 
| between it and the House of Commons are, of course, matters of 
vital importance ; but even more vital, perhaps, is the selection of 











é ar for he the men who are to compose the Second Chamber, for, unless this is 
thought that in the case of a resettlement containing the usual 


| successfully accomplished, the Chamber itself would fail to attain 
the position which is desired for it—a position that is, of authority, 
independent of, but not competing with, the House of Commons, 
Taking, as before, Lord SumNer* as our guide, we may put the 
question which confronted Lord Brycr’s Conference in his words :— 
“ How then shall we choose those members, who are to make 
good the weaknesses of the House of Commons, to correct its 
errors, to revise its Bills, to enlighten the People, to compre- 
hend its will, if they can, and to give effect to it when it is 
adequately expressed? Is it the People itself that is to choose? 

Is it the Crown?”’ 

And Lord Sumner, sumnfarizing the result at which the Con- 
ference arrived, replies to his own questions :—‘ Neither: it is the 
House of Commons, but the House of Commons decently disguised.”’ 
But this result he thinks was attained—and there seems to be a 
good deal of truth in the suggestion—‘' more by the reasons against 
the five alternative plans rejected than by any stated argument in 
favour of the plan chosen.” 

The various plans considered and rejected were :— 

(i.) Nomination by the Crown acting through its Ministers.—Of this 
plan Lord Bryce says in his letter to the Prime Minister that it 
appeared unlikely to find favour with the country, “ because it did 
not provide any guarantees for the fitness of the persons who might 
be nominated, and because it would be liable to be frequently em- 
ployed as a reward for political party services.”” It is enough, per- 
haps, in reference to this to quote Lord Susner’s caustic com- 
ment :—‘‘ Apparently, in the view of the Conference, the country 
does not think much of Ministers”—a view which seems to find 
some corroboration from the system—or, rather, want of system— 
on which honours are conferred. 

(ii.) Direct Election.—The second method considered was Direct 
Election by the same voters who choose the House of Commons, 
And in favour of this it was said that it would produce a Chamber 
both homogeneous and directly responsible to the people, and with 
the weight of their will behind it. “ Coming straight from the 
people it would enjoy their confidence and mirror their views and 
ideas.” On the other side, it was argued that such a Chamber 
would inevitably become a rival of the House of Commons. I¥ 

© “A Tame House of Lords.” By Lord Sumner of Ibstone. The Quarterly Revicw 
October, 1918. John Murray. 
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would claim equal financial powers, and an equal voice in the 
making and unmaking of Ministries. ‘ Ministers would have two 
masters to serve and to fear.’ Moreover, since the Chamber would 
be smaller than the House of Commons, the constituencies to elect 
it would be larger, and would, therefore, fall the more readily 
under the control of party organizations. On these grounds the 
Conference rejected the scheme of Direct Election—a rejection which 
Lord Sumyer thinks was due less to a decision on the merits than to 
regard for the interests of Ministers and the House of Commons. 
Apparently the primary duty in constituting a Second Chamber is 
to see that it is kept in its place. There must be no chance of its 
becoming “ the more attractive, possibly the more influential body,” 
or of its being a stumbling block to Ministers 

(iii.) Election by Local Authorities.—Of the various methods of 
Indirect Election, that of Election by Local Authorities was con- 
sidered first, and, of course, rejected The argument which 
weighed with the Conference was that such a system of election 
would tend to introduce party politics into County and Borough 
Councils which are now free from them, and to intensify such 
politics where they already exist. But Lord Sumner’s comment is, 
perhaps, more convincing, ‘“‘ Who wants a Second Chamber of lccal 
nobodies ?” 

(iv.) Selection by a Joint Standing Committee of both Houses The 
idea underlying this plan was to place the selection of the Second 
Chamber in the hands of “ some weighty, impartial and independent 
authority,” and such an authority, it was thought by a minority of 
the Conference, might be found in a small Committee of Selection, 
not exceeding twenty in number, drawn in equal or nearly equal 
numbers from both Houses of Parliament. But the majority of the 
Conference thought it essential to pre vide a broader basis for the 
Second Chamber than an election by any Commission, even one set 
Parliament, could furnish; and they sought 
that broader basis in the election of a Second Chamber by Parlia- 
ment itself They held ’’—to quote Lord Bryce—*“ that, since 
direct election by the voters had been ruled out by difficulties 
(already indicated) which had been deemed insuperable, the nearest 
approach to the advantages claimed for the method of direct election 
was to put the selection of the bulk of members of the Second 
Chamber in the persons whom the voters had chosen to represent 
them in Parliament 

(v.) Election by the House of Commons 
occurred to anyone to attempt to find a “ weighty, important and 
independent authority” outside. Parliament itself, and since a 
Joint Committee of Selection were set aside as not affording a suffi- 
ciently broad basis, the next plan was to entrust the selection to the 
entire House of Commons. To this it was naturally objected that 


“An election by the whole of the House of Commons must 
inevitably become a purely party contest, a contest which would 
be managed by the party Whips and would turn upon the 
party pledges or party services of the persons to be elected, 
too little regard being paid to their personal qualifications.” 

But if by the process of exclusion we have come to this pass, that 
no selection is possible except by the House of Commons, and if 
the House of Commons is too permeated with party spirit to be a 
possible electoral unit, there seems, in the opinion of the Confer- 
ence, to be no further alternative except to divide the House of 
Commons into groups, and let each group select a certain number 
of members. The argument for this plan is put in Lord Bryce’s 
letter as follows :— 


up and renewed by 


It does not seem to have 


“On the other hand, if members of the House of Commons 
were to be divided into groups representing certain large divi- 
sions of the country, and were to meet in such groups to elect 
the persons they held to be best fitted for the Second Chamber, 
the dangers just referred to would be less likely to arise. The 
members of Parliament composing the groups might be expected 
to know the men best fitted to represent the needs and wishes 
of the parts of the country from which they themselves come, 
and they would act under a sense of responsibility to their con- 
stituents which could not be enforced upon the House of Com- 
mons as a whole, They would be able tomeet, innumbers not too 
large for friendly discussion and compromise, to select persons 
who would better represent the different political parties, and 
they might also reserve a number of seats for men who were not 
active party politicians, but seemed qualified to regard current 
questions in a fair and impartial spirit.’ 

It seems to have been matter of keen debate in the Conference 
whether this “ group” system would in fact eliminate election on 
party lines. The minority thought there would be “ an irresistible 
temptation to choose persons, not because of their eminence or their 
fitness to take part in the business of the Second Chamber, but 
because it was Sesired to reward them for party services, polifical 
or pecuniary, or even because of private friendship ”: and in the 


tion supported by the large funds, derived from various sources, 
which it controls, would tend to make itself more felt than ever.’ 
Moreover, a Second Chamber thus elected would too nearly resemble 
the House of Commons itself to act as a sufficient check upon it. 
The reply of the majority was “ that the responsibility of Members 
of the House of Commons, electing in groups, to their own con- 
stituents and to the great mass of voters of the large area which 
they would for the purpose represent, would restrain that partizan- 
ship which they so much feared : 

“The groups would be anxious to retain persons of high 
political standing, and also to study local sentiment. Thus 
they would not be subservient to the control of party managers 
and whips, and this responsibility would give a guarantee 
against the exercise of the kind of undue influence which was 
apprehended.” 

And as to the necessity of some principle of differentiation 
between the Second Chamber and the House of Commons, which 
woutd prevent any tendency of the former to become a rival of the 
latter 

“ They found such a principle, not only in the indirectly repre- 
sentative character of a Second Chamber based upon election by 
the House of Commons, but also in the other differences which 
were features of the scheme as a whole, and are detailed [subse- 
quently in Lord Bryce’s letter|}—the proposed longer tenure, the 
different legislative and financial powers and the smaller size of 
that body.” 

These considerations moved the majority of the Conference to 
adhere to the method of election by the House of Commons grouped 
in territorial areas. 

[To be continued. | 








Correspondence. 


“Useful Time-saving Device for Conveyancers.” 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reperter.] 

Sir,—Although I heartily agree with Mr. E. C. Balfour’s letter, 
I am afraid I must challenge his title to the discovery of the 
device, unless he has concealed it from the world for many years. 

This formula was used in my presence, and to my mystification, 
by an aged solicitor at a completion which took place ten or twelve 
years ago, “ since when I have used no other.” 

J. Cortison Harney. 
190, Gresham House, Old Broad-street, 
London, E.C. 2. Nov. 20. 

| We are informed that the device has been in use in Sheffield from 
“time immemorial.”—Ep, S.J.] 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I have read the letter written by Mr. E. C. Balfour and 
appearing in your issue of the 16th November, and I observe that 
he mentions that he has discovered a very simple method by which 
calculations may be made for the purpose of apportioning rent 
and other outgoings, and that he suggests the use of the 5 per cent. 
interest table. 

The question of apportionments is one that has interested me 
as a student and in practice, and it is not the least difficult portion 
of the subjects prescribed for the Law Society's bookkeeping 
examination. 

I would desire to point out that for the past eight years all the 
students of the Law Society have been taught to make apportion- 
ments in the way saggueted, the subject being fully dealt with on 
pages 79 and 80 of the second edition of Chandler's Trust Accounts, 
which is prescribed for the Law Society's students. 

The formula suggested would therefore appear to be at least as 
old as Mr. Chandler’s book in which it appears, and to my know- 
ledge it is constantly being used by practitioners. 

I fear that your contributor may feel that there is nothing new 
left for discovery in this world, but if he will refer to the chapter 
on Apportionments in Mr. Chandler’s book (and which is known to 
practically every practitioner), he will come to the conclusion that 
his subject has been somewhat fully dealt with for the benefit of the 
students of the Law Society and the legal profession in general. 

ERNEST a LarGE. 
3, South-square, Gray's Inn, W.C. Nov. 19. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reparter. | 


Sir,—Mr. Balfour in last week's issue was good enough to 
publish, for the information of the profession, his own method of 





various transactions which would thus arise, “the party organiza- 


calculating apportionments of rents and outgoings by reference to 
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the 5 per cent. interest tables. He may be underrating the arith- 
metical powers of conveyancers in his statement that such calcula- 
tion “ is a long and cumbersome process which invites inaccuracy."’ 
But a gentleman who aspires to introduce a new practice should, 
perhaps, be accurate in the legal principle applicable. If a yearly 
rent is payable quarterly, as is usual, the apportionment of a part 
of a quarter should be or the basis of the quarterly and not of the 
yearly rent (see Swansea Bank v. Thomas, 1879, 4 Ex. D. 94; It 
South Kensington Stores, 1881, 17 Ch. D. 161; Be 
Ez parte Wilson, 1893, 62 L. J. Q. B. 628; and the opinion of the 
Law Society, No. 636 of 11th January, 1900, on p. 197 of its Manual 
of Law Practice and Usage). The quarters vary in length, and 
thus there is a difference between apportionment on a quarterly 
and that on a yearly basis. Mr. Balfour's rule refers to appor- 
tionment on a yearly basis, and is not therefore so general in its 
application as he apparently claims. He may also find that his 
claim to priority of discovery would be contested by others. 
Wma. C. E. Brienart 


14, High-street, Stevenage, Herts. Nov. 18 


A Prophecy of the End of the War. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—Judges are not given to prophesying. It is pleasant, there 
iore, to contemplate that in the solitary instance to my knowledge 
of a judge foretelling when the end of the war will come the fore- 
cast proved to be correct. In Chinese Mining and Engineering Co. 
(Lamited) v. Sale & Co. (1917), Rowlatt, J.. said: “The earliest of 
these charters to determine will not expire till December, 
1918, and it seems to me that I cannot assume that the war will last 
till then.” The learned judge was right in his assumption, but, as 
the Yorkshire man would say, “nobbut just.’ 

S. PxHitiirs 

16, Morphet-grove, Leeds. Nov. 19 


Bench and Bar. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—Your very interesting comments in to-day’s issue on Mr. 
Strahan’s articles on “ Bench and Par” remind me of rather a good 
bon mot of the late Sir Thomas Chambers when he was trying a 
case in the Mayor’s Court, in which Messrs. Elkington, the silver- 
smiths, were either plaintiffs or defendants, and in which a ques- 
tion arose as to a “drawback” on customs duties. A witness was 
being cross-examined as to what took place at an interview with 
Mr. Elkington, and the following dialogue occurred :— 

Cross-eramining Counsel: “ Did you make a note of this conversa 
tion in Mr. Elkington’s presence? ” 

Mr. Glyn (Cownsel for Messrs. Elkington): “Oh, come! come! He 
didn’t pull Mr. Elkington by the coat-tails and say ‘Stop! You 
shan't go till I've made a note of this.’ ” 

Sir T. Chambers: “ That would have been a ‘ drawback.’ ” 

I give this from memory, having been in court at the time. 

. J. B. R. Conner 

2, Wyndham-crescent, Junction-road, 

London, N. 19. Nov. 16. 


CASES OF THE WFEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


JONES v. INTERNATIONAL ANTHRACITE COLLIERIES (LIM.). 
No. 1. 6th and 7th November. 


Workmen's ComMPEensATION—AVERAGE Weekty Earnincs—Basis or 
REMUNERATION—DEDUCTION BEFORE PayMeNT or AVERAGE CosT OF 
Biastinc Powper SuprLrep>—WorkMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 
(6 Ep. 7, c. 58), Scneputre I. 2 (s). 


In calculating the average weekly earnings of a miner for the purpose 
of arriving at the true basis of compensation for accident, 


. 








Held, that the county court judge had properly taken into account 
a deduction made by the employers before payment of the wages of the 
average amount of 68. 6d. a week for the actual cost price of blasting 
powder used by the miner, and supplied to him under the Coal Mines 
Act, 1911, by the employers, the cost of the powder not being part of 
the earnings. 


Appeal by the workman from an award of the county court judge at 
Neath. The applicant Jones was disabled by miner's mystagmus from 
March to September, 1916, after which he obtained work first as a care- 
» taker and later at brickworks at somewhat lower wages than he had 
» earned in the mine. The employers having stopped the compensation, 

filed an application, and the only question which was contested was 


Hastings, | 





the grose sum of £3 2s. 2d., calculated according to a price-list on the 
amount of coal raised Ly the workman, or whether they were only 
£2 15s. 8d., being the former sum less a deduction of 6s. 6d. for the 
| average weekly cost of blasting powder used by the workman and 
| supplied to him by the employers in accordance with the Coal Mines 
| Act, 1911, s. 61, sub-section (2). He was not obliged to use the powder, 
and the amount used by him was in his own discretion. The county 
court judge held that the average weekly cost of the powder must be 
deducted. The workman appealed 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal 

Swinren Eapy, M.R., having stated the facts, proceeded: by the 
Coal Mines Act, 1911, s. 61 (2), a miner was restricted to using 
explosives provided by the colliery company, who could only charge him 
the actual net cost. The question was whether the workman's average 
weekly earnings before the accident were £2 15s. 8d or £3 2s. 2d. Com 
pensation was something which had to be paid to make up for the loss 
which the workman had suetained—per Lord Dunedin in Great Western 
Radway v. Helps (1918, A. C. 141). Questions had arisen under the 
previous Act whether deductions for lamp oil, sharpening tools, &c., 
from wages ought to be made, and it was held that such deductions 
ought not to be brought into account : Houghton v. Sutton Heath, &c., 


Coll-eries (1901, 1 K B 93); Abram Coal Co \ Nouthern 
(1903, A. C. 306) In Midland Railway v. Sharpe (1904, A. C. HAD 
it was held that allowances made to a _ railway guard for 


expenses when away from home must be treated as part of his earnings, 
even though very little profit, if any, could be made out of them. The 
effect of that state of the law was that the greater the expenses a work 
man incurred, the larger his statutory earnings would be. The Act of 
1906, by Schedule I. (2) (d), expressly altered the law on this point. 
This schedule laid down certain rules for arriving at the “ earnings” 
and average weekly workman, and shewed that the 
object of the calculation to ascertain the average weekly earnings was to 
arrive at the real amount of the weekly remuneration After the new Act 
came the Scottish case of WV’ Kee vy Stein d& C's (Lamited (1910, 8s. C 
38), where it was held that a payment for explosives did not fall within 
Schedule If. 2 (d). It was a payment made by a workman, not to a 
workman. The alterations introduced by the change of language for 
ascertaining weekly earnings were not there considered or discussed. A 
different result was arrived at by the Court of Appeal in Shipp v 
Frodingham Steel and Iron Co. (lamited) (1913, 1 K. B. 577), though 
the form in which the question arose prevented it from being a decision 
on the point now raised, which was expressly left open. A somewhat 
similar question arose in Roper v. Hussey-Freke (1915, 3 K. B. 227) 
The problem before the Court was to find what remuneration the work 
labour, so as to ascertain the true basis of com 
what was the reward for his labour? 
Here all that he was really earning was £2 15s. 8d. The 6s. 6d. was 
weekly cost of the powder he used. and out of this neither 
nade any profit. On what principle could it be 
workman's remuneration? It would not be the 
case, as Lord Dunedin said in Great Weatern Railway v. Helps (#upra), 
that he had sustained any loss out of it. His claim was to make a 
profit by adding 3s, 3d. to his earnings. The Act of 1906 gave greater 
facilities, Ly using wider language, for ascertaining as fairly as might be 
the remuneration the man was receiving. On those grounda his lord 
ship was of opinion that the county court judge was right in taking the 
average weekly earnings to be £2 15s. 8d., and the appeal would there 
fore be dismissed 

Duke. L.J.. who observed that the point now raised was not really 
argued in M’Kee v. Stein d& Uo. (Limited) (supra), and 

Eve. J., gave judgment to the same effect.—CounseL, Compaton, 
K.C.. Meager and Van den Rera; Diaturnal, KC., and A. Samuel. Sonic 
tors, J. 7. Lewis d&- Woods, for Randell & Co., Swansea; J. 7. Lewis 
d- Woods, for Andrew d: Thompson, Swansea 

[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barristerat-Law.} 


Re A DEBTOR, No. 391 of 1918. Ez parte THE PETITIONING 
CREDITORS v. THE DEBTOR. No.1. &th November. 

Bankruptcy Norice—Exemption rrom Lia 

Orricers AND Mew or His Masesty’s Forces- 


earnings of a 


man was earning Ly his 
pensation. It all came to this 


the average 
he nor the 
said to be part of the 


emplove rs 


Emercency L&GIsLaTIon 
BILITY TO EXECUTION 


Date or Jorninc THe Forces—Covurts (Emercency Powers) Act, 
1917 (7 & 8 Geo 5, c. 25), s. 8—Mmrrary Service Act, 1916 (No. 2) 
(6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 15), s. 1 (1) 


The date upon which an ofiicer or man ta deemed for the purposes of 
the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acta to have joined his Majesty's forces 
is not when he firat becomes liable to service under the Military Service 
Acta, but the day upon which he ia required to join upon the expiration 
of hie calling-up notice 


Appeal by petitioning creditors from a decision of Mr. Registrar 
Manson, who dismissed the petition. The debtor gave a promissory 
note to the creditors on 23rd April, 1918, and a further one on 6th May, 
the total amount of the debt being £375. He became liable to military 
service under the Military Service Act, 1916 (No. 2), which was passed 
on 25th May, 1916, and which provided that all British subjects of 
certain ages, subject to certain exceptions, should be deemed as from 
the appointed date to have been duly enlisted in his Majesty's regular 
forces for the period of the war, and to have been forthwith transferred 
to the reserve. The appointed date was 24th June, 1916. On Ist May, 
1918, the debtor received a calling-up notice, and on 20th May he 
reported himself fer service. In July the creditors recovered judgment 





Whether the average weekly earnings before the accident amounted to 





against him for £406 for princfpal and interest, and in August they 
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were published during 1914. These libels spoke of the plaintiffs as 














































erved a bankrupt ypon hin thout obtaining any leave under 
t Courts (Emme Powe Act, 1917 Mr. Kegistrar Manson failures of the protession,’’ and described the plaintiffs’ conduct as 
lis ed the pet bankrupt n the g nd that the debtor was detrimental to the honour and interests of the profession.” 
protected by t att Act Lhe petition reditors appealed, and McCarpik, J., delivered a judgment in writing. .The great importance 
led t | ed he f ss us he ime unde of the case, he said, appeared to call for a consideration of the law with 
t lilita . \ 19 N respect to actionable conspiracy and the molestation of another in } 
Dns é , business or ¢ ng Ay tion» would lie against a man who procured a 
! lt nder the | person to break his ntract with anothe who thereby suffered dam 
B rit ! u} Jud f J (sye, 2 EF & B. 216), and mal was not essential : Souts 
n ving lal | i Miners’ Federation v. Glamorgan Coal Co. (53 W. R. 593; 1905 
rupt } he did 1 ply, he | A. ¢ 2oY The effe f a conspiracy to commit a wrong within 
vould ankrupt [ ler the Courts (Emergency | / Gye was « f importance in considering the weight of t 
P \ ed ‘ events The Act of 1914 ed and the extent of the resulting damage. Persuasion ar 
py i ‘ I} ex t i atte rds xtended ! ement ver mor easily effected by many than one, and the 
t ffi ‘ " | . ht be greater [hese observations applied to any agree 
ible d \ 19l¢ I t Courts | me ; e! » or more to commit any other recognized head of 
Em Pp \ rt respass, lib ssault Here conspiracy was not the gist of 
f Act of 19 t f offi und men of 1 the rds ictionable conspiracy would be used in the 
I wts mad j lyment, excluding this kind of act, which was a breach of 
for f t f The estior ‘ i tort The existing law as to actionable conspiracy appeared 
the t l f By t to ha prung from the duty and power of the courts to protect a ma 
I ‘ t t the i é i f his calling, and in the majority of recent cases 
be ae | ted d d ed ! station had been by a combination of persons, and thus might 
Va t re ! r in tl | f iidable wudgl ) part of the action employed amounted to an 
} I t Port I nad I ! t t nate ed } ble tor pe L 1 Lindley in (Juimn Leatham,1901 A CC. 49 
the re i i da ; June, 191¢ m w hip examinat f that case shewed that it was not ne sary, as 
s da | It tru ‘ Military S« e Act, | had often been med, that such interference must spring from con 
1916 (N I ea | t ws made for ertificate | : It w cu that the weighty judgments in that case dwelt 
xem} i I t i a lours | amplitud pon the points of conspiracy and combinatior 
til th } The \ Act 188] | element f consp \ see ied to have Leen a merely incidental 
190 ' ! ! it ‘ ! tl ( ind by | ¢ tur of the It s not the giet of the matter. The true princip! 
e Re | \ | 14 ( the mmon law was indicated in Garret Taylor (Cro. J 67 
t é ! i I pe to | ul t erve | t cident of nspiracy seemed to add nothing of direct juristi 
— . 2) such a | i! to si pr iple herefore the rule of law was reasonably 
man, during } I I the re and at a single person or a body of persons will commit actior 
. ‘ \ \ 188] t + of the Act con wrong if he they inflict actual pecuniary damage upon another 
ta 1 pro t tice be ed, but tl ittention Of | by the intentional employment of unlawful means to injure that person's 
Court ad 1 t ! r reguiatu prescribing by es Even though such unlawful means might not comprise an 
4 rn of ' | t ' t sect _ fic act whi As pt actionable. This rule required a considera 
i ; ne ! f the meaning of unlawful means No exhaustive definition 
rdsh | t! pr la] for d be en ist as fraud could not be fully defined But the 
eant J j ‘ lor t to met ting deci ' ndicated certain acts and conduct which fell withir 
n the reserve I id hard na led ply t special | the phrase The learned Judge referred to many cases as to this Thus 
XeCmy nN ni ! t ff « nad n \ ! ta ed in the ‘ nal \ le 1 t a third person in order to injure a plaintiff, 
{ rt En J \ ! inde he ‘, lawlo tui , or nuisance, oF fraud. or threats, even 
" i n i servi thre ore ui = bee +} lid t amount to threats f perso! al violence (uiny 
raised, aff ! i nbe I as laily bu is not thar upra) were recognized heads of unlawful means, and it as 
' tertered Phe 1 f the ‘ is t ist class of unlawful means which called for attention in the present 
( protect ie ' ff und me I tention , In VY ’ Leathay supra) the only threat established against 
rt re trar, therefore rect ! st ppeal | ; lefendants was a threat to a customer of the plaintiff that the 
“ ! . ; i Be that customer would be instructed to cease work if the « 1S- 
| 7 , d ‘ - . =e (laut . K ( : — ; 1H j tome! tinued to deal with the plaintiff There was no threat f 
vy 4 td ( actual persona lence, but a coercive intimation to the customer that 
hi SOLICITOR u Ufe & Woolf At ey ‘iM - ary ould arise to him if he did not act on the intimation 
{Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.) \ listinction could be drawn between threat to cause a strike and 
threat to inflict upon a man the slur of professional dishonour Fach 
might produce intimidation. There was a distinction, sometimes subtle, 
het 1 warnin und a threat This was recognized in Allen v 





5 f a. t.2 In every case it was a question 


High Court——King’s Bench Division. | weet nar ne 
Flood (46 W. R. 258 898 


PRATT AND OTHERS v. BRITISH MEDICAL ASSOCIATION. f fact whether the words used amounted to a ~ nah galing 
their boycott 


In the present case the defendants made 


















McCardie, J. 16th—29th July, 15th October. nere warning 
ConsPrRACY—CoMBINATION TO I[NJURE Men IN THEIR PROFESSION effective, not by warnings only, but by the employment of threats 
toYCOTT AND THREAT LEGITIMATE SELF-INTEREST AND Honour oF H lordship cited many cases and well-known judgments with respect 
He PROFESSION to threats and the like unlawful means, in some of which there was no 
en t of coercion and in others where threats were means 0 

shag pesentent - “rie , ene ne Fre Lifts who con on Lord Line lev in (J/uinn Leatham supra observed that 
pore vegueteres memiows a~ “ye “be consultants ‘ such threats were employed they required justification *’ or some 
> pronenng & ee oe rik . j that the plaintiffs t cause f the defendant was to save himself from liability. The 
r* paged m ; 5 etag rage dos a wonoee ; i fer lants in the present case a4 erted that they exercised ther 
see elke ; : ; 7 ee , ercive acts with the legitimate object of advancing their profess nal 
Held, that the defendants u [ fea the ple f protes nterests. and this was a point of vital importance Here, again, ‘‘ just 
hol p th White t wnte j f th tical prof n, in | cau was not susceptible of exact definition, but im any event it was 
ther wn self f f th i ¢ ng out hoycotting and | set i that certain facts would not amount to just ¢ause for inducing 4 
eval {pr fe nal , (/ ntiff of contract see Read \v Friendly Society of Ope rative Ntone 
51 W. R. 115; 1902. 2 K. B. 732), which received confirmation 

The law was clear, 





y The plaintiff vere . 
the de the Glamoraqan Coal care (supra 









Action tried by McCardie, J 
rt egisteres edical ractitioners pract ' t Coventry. and they b sion im 

fall A ogre = , ! t! n such cases as fell within Lumley Gjye (supra), and the ques 

claimed damages f conspiracy t jure them in their profession and en i / i v : , : ‘ we ta Sher th . 

‘Te ruies € ~ e eTen Nn i é Se 

to libel and slander them, and for libs ind slanders The defendants 1 was, could any different . exist whet 7 r ee oe 

} 4 rs ie . , >» . ’ Vv e i ) av j Ce » 5 

were the British Medical Association and four registered medical prac injurv to anothe trade by the employment of unia < 

y is threats. intimidation, or violence, although no brea h of actua coe 

To this question the answer was cl arly 





titioners of Coventry and member f the Coventry division of the asso 
Che plaintiffs vere or had been medical officers to the Coventry 
members paid a small subscription and 
received medical attendance durin Since 1907. when five ut | em) ; 
! he doctors ‘sloenet ul st ( ww dispensary, istification (see, amongs 
Sith th “old dis} e! t. othe yon ized or | cotted hy | Heckeringill, 11 East, 574, per Chief Justice Holt; Lyons 
tion would | 45 W. R. 19; 1896, 1 Ch. 811; Quinn v Leatham, supra, 
as the advancement of the interests of trade unions) 


tract had thereby been caused ” 
Honesty, or disinterestedness 

f illegal means. Mere 
other cases cited, the following 


of motive, could not justify the 
t be such 4 


self-interest could not 
Keehle vy 
W i7hina, 
where the 
In view 






ciation 
Provident Dispensary whose 





loyment « 









f sevén o 








those connected 


Medical Assocfation No member of the ass 


the British 
. . hi t 
have anything to do with the doctor who was ostracized, and no con f cg 
1s allowed to attend his patients. Pressure was brought to | of the above citations and as a matter, moreover. of legal prir ipl 
| : the emplovment of illegal means for the purpose of injuring another® 


ultant wi 
of a defendant 


vear on hospitals, nurses, dentists, and me 





dical agents, and the ostracism : mm 
well as professional The British Medical Association ) trade or calling was not excused by proof on the part ore 
1 under the Companies Acts, and it owned the vas based on the intention to advance the trad be 
} ye of the libels complained of olleagues. In the present case, uf 


that his conduct 
t ts either of himself or hie « 


erests 


vas social fe 
was a Lody incorporates 
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_= : —— ~ — 
pe " corey By aeeapneore ppd polices pnd seg al te | THE OVERSEAS TROOPS 
é i sé ‘ aci hroughout ‘ 
and Leyond the United Kingdom, with a coercive force resting upon | ’ cas prompt was ti pons not leas admirable the devotion to 
TiCe what were called ethical rules, and it was admitted that the aim of the _ a aus f those splendid troops w h eagerly istened to us 
itt defendants was to inflict professional ruin upon any medical man who r ; Dominions overs =n shewed themselves more than 
I broke a rule of the local bedy or any rule which might be made by the | ‘ re bone our bOI nheriting all the courage and tenacity that 
da head body itself. Their action was called forth up n the plaintiffs ‘ n ide Britain great \ indred battlefields in narts of thé 
who had merely accepted posts as the medical officers of a hig! i had tnessed roism, have | , th their blood 
ut/ spected and well-managed dispensary, and v p y fault la the f i are tor ever ha ed the grave 
vO. that their acceptance of the posts prevented the lox cal men fron ! , 
hin whieving thei: object alahes of captur neg ; Na Be oe , C aha e INDIA AND CROWN COLONTI 
t dispensary Che plaintifis were boycotted, punished and pecuniarily | emem ber v the Princes of India rallied to the cause 
ar damaged without just cause in law; and in regard to the eaiege: aad vit what ardour hé i sustained in many theatres of wat 
v defamation the defendants raised no plea of justification. More : i und nditions the most id exacting. the martial iredi 
ree considering the rules of the association, they wer: y rest t i thew Ta Ne ‘ I get N e men from the Crown 
| of trade, and were void on the grounds of public | They unneces mes and Protect te reat Britain, a fighting amid novel and 
{ sarily interfered with the freedom of medical men in the pursuit of : us Sc S, ex ] t and ade tion 6 nd to none 
the their calling, and were injurious to the interests of the community at Ko all these, and to the , nders, Ww i fields so scattered and 
‘ iarge His lordsh p then considered at kk neth the question of n n ? nat enemies é lif an? Ey . \s nd A i have for fou 
as dealt with in numerous cases, and found that the defendants acted | °°" nfronted t zard e the perils 1 fina decided 
mat with actual malice, and not merely with ma in a le sense He als ne wee ‘wa ar gratitud t just lug They hav mbined 
ASeSs held that actual malice could be attributed t t 1 t | © nignest ary & wit , assed Te sheen ! d the heat 
ight with respect to defamation and malicious prosecutio ut wit reanect tne vattleheld e mm d ; t hivalry and 
an also to any other head of tort of which actual ma kath, Gnmabticthe i nanity 
a ingredient. His lordship found for the plaintiffs, and awarded damage THE COMMANDERS 
48 and subsequently entered judgement in their favour, and granted } : 
con injunction against the defendants, prohibiting them from molest the : ‘ + sone len! 1M Sir Douglas 
velt plaintiffs in their practice or repeating the defamatory Statements me xr s indon vie d p . d d by huis 
: CounseL, Schwabe, K.C., and Sir Hugh Fraser, for plaintiffs; MeCall “aor sty whe En it of the enemy 
ntal K.C., Hollis Walker, K.C., and A. Nelson, for defenda te SoLict : . ' treme Sil Edmund 
apes rors. S. B. Cohen. Dunn. & ¢ Hempsor ye ; ‘is : : mn ~— 
. i [Reported by G. H. Kwort, Barrister-at-Law I nd of G S ~ Maud , 1 ' ; ‘ - —% 
a : — ' j ‘ 0 the wand 


th New Orders, &c. While 1 ment A 1 their country tll the end 


The King’s Address. pheld tl ‘of Bri ' and and sea; of Field 











if i 
ition In the Royal Gallery in the Palace of Westminste: a M | I , * ; i 
the Houses of Parliament presented addresses muratulating the Kir \d I iJ dS David Beatt 
the signing of the armistice and on the prospect of ictorious peace t 1 sou at ere t aul 
Phus The King delivered the following add 8s na ice W yuld fl I 
ff distinctly heard in every part of the great gallery PHE AIR FORCI 
el I thank you for your loyal addresses of congratulations ‘ y 
ture of an armistice and on the prospect « torious peace ; , gt en ‘ iba 
as At this moment, without parallel) in our story nd in t 4 y I in ' hands . d ki ts of the r, w ive given 
seul the world, I am glad to meet you und the representatives © Ind | } typ ! ' id resourcelu 
rinst the Dominions bey md the seas: that we may render thanks to Aln g) ty THE MERCANTILE MARINI 
the God for the promise of a peace now near at hand, and that I may expreas | S = ; 
to you, and through you to the peoples whom you rep t ights | , M . ' . gau piri t 
it of that rise in my mind at a time so solemn | d : ; Pp ! ne 
that 1 do this with a heart full of grateful recognition of t spont : j , . 
tior and enthusiastic expressions of loyalty and affection which I have b CIVILIAN WORKERS 
nd privileged to receive, both personally here in e metropolis and b 
Each messages from all parts of these islands, gs w 1a from every quarte | ir t ‘ d tly at 
ibtle the Empire. During the past fou veel f national! stress and anxiety | vome! ' I lu mun val id t 
V my support has been faith in God and confidence in my people In the | ‘ ; ed easer v ‘ye 
stior days to come, days of uncertainty and of trial, strengthened by the same eld win ; i I Ing ave 
ed a help, I shall strive to the utmost of my power to discharge the resp | . nd u guited sa ' Ast that they were 
ycott sibilities laid upon me, to uphold the honour of the Empire, and ; g : Gut N ‘ . Mribut 
eats promote the we being the peoples over whon 1 n called to t mi ‘ ) ' 1 ! surgeon 
pect 1 ne iu ‘ i! y exposing Loemeelvea tu 
is 10 THE NAVY | é their taska of met W ill these ‘ ired with the 
s of After a struggle longer and f more terrible tha invone vuld piri ine ’ ©, ma ‘ t be proud also of the 
that foretold, the soil of Britain remains inviolate Our Navy has « | fen : i t peopte l nted p tons 
eome where held the seas, and wherever the enemy could be brought to battle | ‘ ; ' eal t : g une 
The it has renewed the glories of Drake and Nelson The incessant work | ut . . t teadt ley wil which 
ew has ace ymplis 1ed in overcoming the nf dden menace of the enemy sub | ! . waited the . 1 assu 1 them 
nal marines and guarding the ships that have brought food and m initions | bine infait gd , to the prosecution of ft ! 
just to our shores has been less conspicuous, but equally essential to success SYMPATHY WITH THE BEREAVED 
vas Without that work Britain might have starved and those valiant soldie: 

4 of America who have so much contributed to our victory could not have W find in these 1 . ‘use for ) ind pride , rts g 
fone found their way hither across the foam of perilous seas. ,ou rowlul sympat t e parents, the W id ldret 
stion The Fleet has enabled us to win the wa In fact, without the Fleet | at those W ind ve Phe 
lear the atruggle could not have been maintained, for upon the command of ‘ " ' su I is to them I have borne theis 

1e8 the sea the very existence und maintenance of our land forces ‘ from . »u I aa . t ifice was made for 
aused the first depended jour d intry and is Cause M ey | l nsolation 
such THE ARMY | in the thought that the sacrif s not been made in vain. These brave 
con That we should } this 4 ot — | n died for right and for humanits Both have been vindicated 
né e should have to wage this wa n land had scarcely entered 
early our thoughts until the storm actually broke upon us. But Belgium and THE SPIRIT OF THE RACE 
y the France were suddenly invaded, and the nation rose to the emergen nd t , Te aay ee ee 
— Within a year an army more than ten times the strength of that whi a0 eA aie ceoniaidt aaa iam “ sepals pos . + someiaen 
—A was ready for action in August, 1914, was raised by v untary enlistment the slerions trodit setetas of toned This spirit 
pe a owing to the organizing genius and personal influence of Lord nacious of ite strength, bore the triala and disapp nente of Shese 
itchener, and the number of that army was afterwafds far more than - ect Aas wae maven shaken and a confidence that mover 
view doubled. | years with a fortitude tha ner SRARER O86 & commtenes 
‘ i t knew its motives to be pure, and it held fas ita faith that 
iple, These new soldiers, drawn from the civil po tion e dis d : It knew 1 aver : “ i ‘ 
+ al £ | a 3, aw ? F pula On 4 \u Pp ave | I) ‘ Py . le nce ¥ : d , t auffe njust und ppre o n to prevail 
thers valour equal to that of their ancestors, who have carried the flag ’ 
ndaat Britain to victory in so many lands in bygone times. Short as was their | THE ALLIES AND THE UNITHD STATES 
le ™ training, they have imitated and rivalled the prowess of the small but | : s ‘ ; 
upos ever famous force which, in the early weeks of the war, from Mons to the In this great strugg* we pe , wa determine for good the 
of the world, it is natte ceaseleas pride to us that we have 


Marne. fought its magnificent retreat against vastly superior numbers future 
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been associated with Allies whose spirit has been identical with our own, 
and who, amid sufferings that have in*so many cases greatly exceeded 
ours, have devoted their united strength to the vindication of righteous- 
ness and freedom—France, whose fina) deliverance, achieved by one of 
the greatest of commanders, Marshal Foch, has been the reward of a 
sacritice and endurance almost beyond compare; Belgium, devastated 
and held in bondage for nigh upon five years, but now restored to her 
liberty and her king; Italy, whose lofty spirit has at length found ite 
national fulfilment; and our remaining Allies, upon whose horizon, till 
lately so dark, the light of emancipation already dawns. 

During the last one and a half years we are also proud to have been 
directly associated with the great sister Commonwealth «cross the ocean, 
the United States of America, whose resources and valour have exercised 
s@ powerful an influence in the attainment of those high ideale which 
were her single aim 

NEW TASKS BEFORE THE NATION. 

Now that the clouds of war are being swept from the sky, new tasks 
arise before us. We see more clearly some duties that have been 
neglected, some weaknesses that may retard our onward march. Liberal 
provision must be made for those whose exertions by land and sea have 
saved ue We have to create a better Britain, to bestow more care on 
the health and well-being of the people, and to ameliorate further the 
conditions of labour 

May not the losses of war be repaired by a better organization of 
industry and by avoiding the waste which industrial disputes involve? 
Cannot a spirit of reciprocal trust and co-ordination of effort be diffused 
among all classes? May we not, by raising the standard of education, 
turn to fuller account the natural aptitudes of our people and open wider 
the sources of intellectual enjoyment? 

We have also, in conjunction with our Allies and other peace-loving 
States, to devise machinery by which the risk of international strife shall 
be averted and the crushing burdens of naval and military armaments 
be reduced. The doctrine that force shall rule the world has been dis- 
proved and destroyed. Let us enthrone the rule of justice and inter- 


national right 
THE VICTORIES OF PEACE 

In what spirit shall we approach these great problems? How shal] we 
seek to achieve the victories of peace? Can we do better than remember 
the lessons which the years of war have taught, and retain the epirit 
which they have instilled? In these years Britain and her traditions 
have come to mean more to us than they had ever meant before. It 
became a privilege to serve her in whatever way we could, and we were 
all drawn by the sacredness of the cause into a comradeship which fired 
our zeal and nerved our efforts This is the spirit we must try to 
preserve. It is on a sense of brotherhood and mutual good-will, on a 
common devotion to the common intereste of the nation aa a whole, that 
its future prosperity and strength must be built up. The sacrifices made, 
the sufferings endured, the memory of the heroes who have died that 
Britain may live, ought surely to ennoble our thoughts and attune our 
hearts to a higher sense of individual and national duty, and to a fuller 
realization of what the English-speaking race, dwelling upon the shores 
of all the oceans, may yet accomplish for mankind. 

For centuries past Britain has led the world along the path of ordered 
freedom. Leadership may still be hers among the peoples who are 
seeking to follow that path. God grant to their efforts such wisdom and 
perseverance as shal] ensure stability for the days to come! 

May good will and concord at home strengthen our influence for 
concord abroad. May the morning etar of peace which is now rising over 
a war-worn world be here and everywhere the herald of a better day, in 
which the storms of strife shall have died down and the rays of an 
enduring peace be shed upon all the nations 





War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 15th November contains the following, in addi 
tion to matters printed below :- 

1. An Order in Council, dated 8th November, extending to the Isle of 
Man, with adaptations, Defence of the Realm Regulation 14a of 4th 
June, 1918, relating to passage to Ireland (62 Soxicrrors’ JourNat, 


P. 607). 7 | | 

2. An Order in Council, dated 15th November, making additions to 
the Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension «f 
Powers) Act, 1915, ae follows: 

Argentina (8); Brazil (1); Chile ©); Cuba (2); Denmark (12); 
Mewico (1); Moroceo (5); Netherlands (2); Netherland East Indies 
(20) ; Spain (6); Venezuela (2). 

3. Notices that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring three more 
businesses to be wound up, including The MaclIver Steamship Co. 
(Limited), 44, Chapel-street, Liverpool. 

The London Gazette of 19th November contains the following :— 

4. An Order in Council, dated 19th November, further amending the 
Proclamation dated 10th May, 1917, and made under section 8 of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and section 1 of the Exportation 


THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIM3 OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FuUNDs For Irs HuMANE WorK,. 





of Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 Cae ae eee 
tion) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United Kingdom of 
certain articles to certam or al destinations 0 A large 
number of headings were deleted, and a smaller n added. 

5. A Notice that certain names have been added to the list of persons 
and bodies of persons to whom articles to be exported to China may be 
consigned. 

6. A further Notice that Licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry Act, 1918, have been granted by the Board of Trade to certain 
undermentioned companies, firms or individuals. The present list con 
tains fifteen names. The total number of Licences so far granted is 901. 

7. Notices that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring two more 
businesses to be wound up. 

8. Notices by the Agricultural Wages Board (England and Wales) 
under the Corn Production Act, 1917, as follows :— 

Minimum Rates of Wages Fixed for Stockmen, Teamsmen and 
Shepherds in Oheshire, to come into operation on 25th November, 
1918. 

Minimum Rates of Wages Fixed for Teamsmen, Cowmen and 
Shepherds in Shropshire, to come imto operation on 35th November, 
1918. 

Minimum Rates of Wages Fixed for Whole-time Shepherds in 
Northumberland and Durham, to come jnto operation on 25th Novem 
ber, 1918 

Proposal to Fix Minimum Rates of Wages for Cowmen, Waggoners 
and Shepherds in Brecon and Radnor. 

Proposal to Fix Minimum Rates of Wages for Male Workers 
under the Age of 18 Years in Brecon and Radnor. 

9. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 15th November (No. 1354 
of the year 1918; revising No. 1089, 1918, which is cancelled), relating 
to England and Wales, South and West Coaste: Portland Bill to Bardsey 
Island—Traffic Regulations. 


Admiralty Orders. 
ADMIRALTY NOTICES TO MARINERS. 
No. i339 of the year 1918. 
NORTH SEA. 
Orkney Isles—Dangerous Area. 
The following area in addition to that notified by peg | Notice 
to Mariners No. 651 of 1918 is dangerous to all shipping and should be 
avoided : 


Dangerous Area. 


The area enclosed straight hmes joining the follow ositions :— 
(1) Latitude soe 20’ Bo" N., iceaieeks 0° 50’ 00" W. 
(2) Latitude 59° 20’ 00” N., longitude 2° 04’ 00" W. 
(3) Latitude 58° 50’ 00’ N., longitude 2° 21’ 00” W. 
(4) Latitude 58° 50’ 00’ N., longitude 0° 50’ 00" W. 
(Gazette, 15th November. 


No. 1348 of the year 1916. 
ENGLAND, EAST COAST. 


Dangerous Area, 
The following area is dangerous to all shipping and should 
be avoided : 
Dangerous Area. 
The area enclosed by straight knes joining the following positions :— 
(1) Latitude 54° 18’ 00” N., longitude 0° 55’ 00” E. 
(2) Latitude 54° 02’ 30’ N., longitude 0° #4’ 00’ E. 
(3) Latitude 53° 59’ 30" N., bongitude 0° 14’ 00’ E. 
(4) Latitude 54° 12’ 00” N., longitude 0° 05’ 00’ E. 
(5) Latitude 54° 31’ 00" N., longitude 0° 28’ 00” W. 
(6) Latitude 55° 05’ 00" N., longitude 0° 34’ W" W. 
(7) Latitude 55° 22’ 30” N., longitude 1° 00’ 00’ W. 
(8) Latitude 55° 28’ 00" N., longitude 0° 48’ 30” W. 

This area ig notified with a view to the security of traffic between 
the Skaggerak and North British Porte and wili shortly be marked by 
navigational aids of which further notice will be issued. 

14th November. (Gazette, 19th November. 





Army Council Orders. 
THE SOLE LEATHER (CONDITIONS OF SALE) ORDER, 1918. 


Whereas by the Leather (Control) No. 3 Notice, 1917, and the Leathe: 
(Control) No. 4 Notice, 1917, the Army Council gave notice of thew 
intentton to take possession of certain Sole and Upper Leather : 

And whereas certain of the said Sole and Upper Leather has been 0: 
may be released for sale and manufacture for Naval and Military purposes 
u certain conditions i by or on behalf of the Director of Raw 
Materials : 

And whereas it is expedient that certain of the eaid Leather should be 
released for sale and manufacture for purposes other than Naval and 





Military purposes : 
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And whereas 
tions it is provided that the Board of 
as are given to the Food Controller under Regulations 2n, 2¥ to 2) 
inclusive and 7 as respects any article of commerce not being an article 
of food where it appears to the Board necessary or expedient to exercise 
any of those powers for the purpose of encouraging, maintaining or 
regulating the supply of any such article which is required by the public 
or by any section of the public: 

And whereas such powers include the power to make arrangements 
with any Government Department for the exercise by that Department 
of the powers of the Board of Trade: 

And whereas.it appears to the Board of Trade necessary and expedient 
for the purpose of enco ng, Maintaining and regulating the supply 
of Sole Leather which may be required by the public or by any section 
of the public that the sale of so much of the said Leather as may be 
enh for sale and manufacture for purposes other than Naval and 
Military 

And w 


unposes should be permitted upon certain conditions : 
the Board of Trade have made arrangements with the 
Army Council for the exercise by the Council on behalf of the Board 
of Trade of the powers of the Boafd of Trade under the said Regulations 
with t to Sole Leather : 
And eas by the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1917, the 
Army Council authorized upon certain conditions the sale and delivery 
of and payment for certain Sole Leather : 
Now, therefore, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and of every other power enabling 
them in that behalf, the Army Council hereby authorize and permit as 
from the date hereof unt‘ further notice the sale and delivery of and 
payment for such Sole Leatiher of the description indicated in the Sche 
dule ‘‘A”’ hereto annexed as may be or may have been released for 
sale and manufacture for other than Naval or Military purposes, subject 
to the following conditions, that is to say :— 
1. The provisions of the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1017, 
shall_ be fn to apply to the sale and delivery of and payment for 
any Leather of the description indicated in the Schedule hereto annexed 
in substitution for the dule annexed to the said Order. 
2. This Order may be cited as the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale 
Order, 1918. 


12th November. 







(Schedule. ] 
(Gazette, 15th November. 


SALE OF STRAW AND THATOHING IN GREAT BRITAIN. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred om them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers thereunto enabling them, 
notwithetanding anything contained in the Army Council Order of 30th 
July, 1918, prohibiting the lifting of hay and straw in England and 
Wales, or the Army Council Order of the 2lst August, 1918, prohibiting 
— of hay and straw in Scotland, the Army Council do hereby 
order :— 

That where a farmer is desirous of purchasing straw (other than oat 
straw) from a producer for the purpose of thatching ricks of corn or 
hay, he may do so, subject to the following conditions :— 

. The purchaser must deliver to the seller a OCertaficate stating 
quantity of straw required, which must not exceed three 
tons in any one instance. 
(5) That the straw is required for thatching ricks of hay or corn 
and for no other purpose. 
2. The Certificate must be signed by the purchaser and must give his 
r with the name and address of the seller. 

3. When the whole of the straw for which the Certificate is given has 
been removed, the seller must forward the Certificate to the D.P.O.S. 
of the county concerned, whose address is given in the said Army Council 
Orders of the 30th July, 1918, and the 2lst August, 1918. 

4. The price paid for such straw shall not exceed the maximum stack 

rice laid down by amy Army Council Order that may for the time being 

© in force, t ether with any actual cost incurred for tying, or carting 
a distance further than the nearest railway station. 
13th November. (Gazette, 15th November. 


THE WOMEN’S BOOTS (UPPERS) AMENDMENT ORDER, 1918. 
{Recitals.] 

1. The words ‘‘ manufactured by the vendor thereof’’ shall be 
inserted after the words “boots for women’’ in Clause 2 of the 
Women’s Boots (Uppers) Order, 1917. 

2. The following new clause shall be inserted next following after 
Clause 2 of the Women’s Boots (Uppérs) Order, 1917 :— 

“No person shall without a permit issued by or on behalf of 
the Director of Raw Materials put or cause to be put into any 
process of manufacture any uppers or boots of the description 
referred to in Clause 1 hereof.’’ 

This Order may be cited as the Women’s Boots (Uppers) Amendment 
Order, 1918. 
15th November. 


n 


“<4 


[Gazette, 19th November. 





Ministry of Munitions Orders. 

ORDER REVOKING THE ORDER OF THE 12rTn DECEMBER, 1917 
(S. R. & O., 1917, No. 1324), PHOHIBITING THE EMPLOY 
MENT OF CERTAIN CLASSES OF MUNITION WORKERS. 

The Minister of Munitions, in pursuance of the powers vested in him 
by Section 2 of the Munitions of War Act, 1917, and of all other powers 









THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER, [Vol. 63.] 


by. Regulation 253 of the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
Trade shall have the like powers 
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which prohibited the employment of certain classes of munition workers 
munitions work without the consent of the Minister, is hereby 
med. 

2. For the purposes of Section 2 of the Munitions of War Act, 1917, 
the Minister hereby consents to the employment on work which is not 
work on or in connection with munitions work of the following class of 
workmen, that is to say, workmen who have since the passing of the 
Munitions of War Act, 1917, been employed on or in connection with 
munitions work of a class epecitied in paragraph (a) of sub-section 1 of 
section 9 of the Munitions of War (Amendment) Act, 191¢ 
3. This Order shall come into force on the 11th day of November, 1918, 
and may be cited as the Ex-Munition Workers Employment Order, 1918. 
9th November (Gazette, 15th November. 


or ” 


re 





PROTECTION FOR MUNITION WORKERS. 
The Minister of Munitions, being of opinion that, as respecte the area 
specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, in which the work of manu- 
facturing, producing, refairing, storing, or transporting war material 
is being carried on, the ejectment from their dwellings of workmen 
employed in that work is calculated to impede, delay or restrict that 
work, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence 
of the Realm Regulations, hereby orders aa declares that the area 
specified in the Schedule annexed hereto is a specified area for the purpose 


of sub-section 2 of Regulation 2a of the Defence of the Realm Regu- 
lations 
5th November, 


SCHEDULE, 

The borough of Stockton-on-Tees, the borough of Thornaby-on-Tees, and 
the county brough of Middlesbrough, all in the county of York. 
(Reg. 2a (2) protects munition workers from ejectment (61 SoxiciTors’ 
JOURNAL, p. 780).} 
5th November (Gazette, 16th November 


Food Orders. 
BUTTER RESTRICTION 
General Licence. 

Until further notice all retailers of British made butter who hold a 

permit to buy such butter issued under the above Order are hereby 

authorized to buy, and all persons concerned to sell such butter to an 
amount exceeding the amount named in such permit by not more than 

5 per cent., provided that the actual amount purchased is duly entered 

on the Official Order Book prescribed under Clause 2 of the above Order. 

11th October. 


THE BRITISH MADE ORDER, 1918. 





THE HORSES (RATIONING) No. 2 ORDER, 1918. 


1. General prohibition against feeding cereal foodstuffs to horses.}— 
No person shall feed any horse or permit any horse to be fed with cereal 
foodstuffs except as provided in this Order, or under the authority of 
the Food Controller. 


2. Horses excluded from the operation of thig Order.}—This Order 
shall not apply to horses falling within the classes mentioned in the 
First Schedule. 

3. Limited rations to certain horses.}—Horses falling within the classes 
mentioned in the Second and Third Schedules may not on any day be 
fed with mere than the quantity of cereal foodstuffs prescribed for such 
horses in the Schedules, or in such other Schedules as may from time 
to time be prescribed by the Food Controller for the purposes of this 


Order. 


4. Equivalent value of cereals other than oats.| 
5. Prohibition aa regards certain horses }—Horses falling within the 


classes mentioned in the Fourth Schedule may not be fed with any 


cereal foodstuffs. 





‘enabling him in his behalf, hereby makes the following Order :— 
) 1. The Order made by the Minister on the 12th day of December, 1917, 


~ 









6. Records.] 
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7. [nterpretation.}—For the purpose of this Order »~— 
“‘ Horse’ shall include mare, gelding, colt, filly, pony, mule and 


aaa 
“* Cereal foodstuffs '’ shall include all grains, and beans and peas, 
and products thereof, and mixtures containing any such articles. 

8. Revocation.}—The Horses (Rationing) Order, 1918, is hereby re- 
voked as at the 21st October, 1918, without prejudice to any proceed- 
ings in respect of any contravention -thereof or to any exemptions 
granted thereunder, 

10. 7'itle and commencement of Urder.}—(a) This Order may be cited 
as the Horses (Rationing) No. 2 Order, 1918. 

(6) This Order shall come into force on 21st October, 1918. 

17th October. 

Note.—The amount of hay which may be fed to horses in Great 
Britain is restricted by an Order of the Board of Trade called the Hay 
and Straw Order, No. 3, 1918 (S.R. & O. No. 1216 of 1918). No re- 
striction is placed by this Order or by the Board of Trade Order on 
the use for feeding purposes of straw or roots. 


Schedule I, 
Horses excladed from the operation of this Order :— 
(4) Horses owned by the Admiralty, the Army Council or the Air 
Council. 
(6) Horses maintained and used exclusively for agricultural 
purposes, 
(c) Stallions used exclusively for stud purposes 


Schedule 11. 


{Rations for horses solely or mainly used for trade or business 
purposes. } 


Schedule III. 
[Rations for horses not used for trade or business purposes. ] 


Schedule IV. 


Horses not to receive any cereal foodstuffs :— 
Horses not falling within any of the classes mentioned in Schedules I., 
II., IIL., including :— 

(4) Racehorses, hunters and thoroughbreds other than those speci- 
fied in Schedules I. and III. 

(4) Carriage horses, hacks, char-a-banc horses, polo ponies, in- 
cluding all horses let out on hire for these purposes, and horses 
used in entertainments. 

(c) Horses mainly used for other than bisiness or trade purposes 
including all horses let out on hire for other than these purposes. 


Note.—Correspondence with respect to this Order should be addressed 
to :— 
The Controller of Horse Transport, 
7, Whitehall-gardens, S.W.1 


The following Food Orders havé also been issued :— 

The Apples and Perry Pears (Sales) Order, 1918, dated 23rd 
September. 

Order amending the Poultry and Game (Prices) Order, 1918, as 
amended by an Order of the Food Controller, No. 1084, dated 29th 
October. 

The Cocoa Bean Shell (Requisition) Order, 1918, dated 29th 
October. 

The Barley (Restriction) (Ireland) Order, 1918, dated 1st 
November. 





The German Colonies. 


The following letter has been sent by the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies to the Agent-General for New South Waies in reply to an 
inquiry about the attitude of the British Government towards the future 
of the captured German Colonies :— 

Secretary of State for the Colonies. 

Dear Sir Charles,—I understand that you and your colleagues have 
some anxiety as to the position of the ex-German Colonies. I am 
authorized by the Prime Minister to tell you that when Mr. Balfour 
and I spoke on different occasions upon thie subject, though we spoke 
for ourselves, we had the entire approval and assent of the Prime 
Minister and our colleagues in the Government. The whole support 
of his Majesty's Government will be given to the claims of the Dominions. 
The Prime Minister has already made this perfectly clear to the repre- 
sentatives of the great Allied Powers in Paris. 

Sincerely yours, 
Watrter #1. Lone. 
14th November. 


— 


A Ministry of Supply and Surplus War Material. 


Mr. Bonar Lew, in a written reply to Colonel Weigall, states that it 
has been decided to set up a Ministry of Supply for the public service 
generally to be developed out of the existing organization of the Ministry 
The duty of disposing of all surplus Government property 


of Munitions 





will be undertaken by tie Ministry of Munitions pending the completion 
of the arrangements for organizing the new Ministry. 

The Minister of Munitions announces that contractors in possession of 
plant and machinery owned by the Ministry of Munitions who wish to 
use such plant and machinery for civil work may do so on condition 
that they notify the Superintendent Engineer in their area within one 
week from the date on which the plant and machinery was first used 
for purposes other than those for which it was provided. The use of 
such plant and machinery will impose no obligation on the contractor to 
purchase, or on the Ministry to sell, although should a sale not be 
effected to the contractor he will be required to pay a reasonable hire 
which, unless an agreement exists to the contrary, will in no case 
exceed the rate of 20 per cent. per annum on the cost price of the 
machine), and also to release the machine when required to do so by the 
Minister. 


ei 


Requisitioned Premises, 


In the House of Lords on Wednesday, says the Times, the Earl of 
Northbrook called attention to the amount of compensation awarded to 
the Koyal Agricultural Hall Company by the Losses Commission, and 
asked whether any steps could be taken to assure to the company 
adequate compensation for loss they had sustained. ; 

Lord Hyiton, replying for the Government, said that in cases where 
buildings and premises had been requisitioned under the Defence of the 
Realm Act there was no right on the part of owners to any compensa- 
tion at all. What sums had been awarded by the Defence of the Realm 
Losses Commission must be considered as ex gratia on the part of the 
Crown. 

Viscount Chaplin said the noble earl who had raised the matter had 
made out a clear case for compensation to a considerable amount. 

Lord Terrington, chairman of the Losses Commission, deprecated the 
questioning in that House of the decisions of the Commission without full 
knowledge of the evidence in the case. dt was not fair to the parties in 
the dispute nor to the Commission itself. The warrant which constituted 
the Commission laid down strictly the principles on which it must act. 
Applicants had to establish that there had been an interference with 
the actual business of a firm or company, and that there had been 
monetary loss owing to that interference. That meant that conse- 
quential matters could not be considered. In this case the claim, 
amounting to £18,000, was based on the loss of rents received by the 
company from the letting of the hall for exhibitions. - 

The Commission awarded the company a sum of over £5,000 in respect 
of the losses for certain of the exhibitions in respect of which they 
claimed. But with regard to others they suffered in-common with all 
others in this country when the Government prohibited exhibitions ander 
the Defence of the Realm Act. Whilst he deprecated these matters 
being brought before the House, he was glad to say that the Commission 
were fully satistied that they did justice and more than justice to the 


claim submitted. 





Applications for Exemption. 


A circular to tribunals, issued by the Local Government Board, deals 
with the new position with regard to applications for exemption. A new 
regulation has been made which provides that an application for a 
certiticate of exemption or for the renewa) or variation of a certificate of 
exemption in respect of a man must be made not later than the seventh 
day after that on which a calling-up notice is issued to him, unless the 
Director-General of National Service otherwise consents. If a public 
notice is issued that recruiting under the Military Service Acts is resumed 
as regards any class or classes of men, an application in respect of a man 
in any such elaas or classes must be made not later than the seventh 
day alter the date of the notice. Any application or appeal now pending 
before a tribunal is to be regarded as withdrawn. 

It will be observed, the circular continues, that under the new regula- 
tion a man need not apply for exemption or for the variation or renewal 
of an exemption until the Ministry of National Service has decided that 
his services or the services of men in his class are required for the Forces. 
Similarly a man need not proceed with a pending application or appeal. 
Tribunals will continue in existence, but it is expected that few, if any, 
cases will now come before them. With regard to exemptions to which 
a condition is attached, if the condition is not fulfilled the man is liable 
to be called to the Colours if recruiting is resumed, but he will have an 
opportunity under the foregoing regulation of applying for a renewal. 

Liability to Military Service. 

In the House of Commons, on the 14th inst., Mr. Beck, Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Ministry of National Service, replying to Mr. King, 
said: While recruiting under the Military Service Acts has been sus- 
pended, those Acts remain in force in case necessity should arise for 
bringing them again into operation. A man, therefore, who holds 4 
conditional exemption. and who ceases to fulfil the conditions on which 
the certificate was granted. would be liable to be called up for service in 
the event of a resumption of recruiting ynder the Military Service Acts, 
subject to the right (under new regulations for tribunals about to be 
made) of applying for renewal of exemption within seven days of the 
issue to him of a calling-up notice or the issue of a public notice of the 
resumption of recruiting under the Military Service Acts. The same 


considerations apply to voluntarily attested men who have been granted - 


conditional exemption by a tribunal. 
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Societies. 
British Red Cross Fund. 


The following additional contributions, which, with those already 
acknowledged, bring the Solicitors’ Fund up to a sum of £6,320 5s., are 
acknowledged :— 


£8. a 
Messrs. Lightbound, Owen & Co 5210 0 
Lt.-Col. E, Royds, M.P. ... ie ke  - 8 
Messrs. Spyer & Sons : we 21 0 0 
Messrs. Mead, Steele & Co. ; oe . WMD O 
Messrs. Capel Cure & Ball 5 5 0 
Sale of postcards ... . ; i 3 4 6 
Messrs. George Thatcher & Son 22 0 
H. S. M. Grover, Esq... i 6 
J. E. Anthony, : &s 
R. C. M. Poulter, Esq. 236 
E. Linton Green, Esq. init 010 2 

Contributions to the Solicitors’ Fund may still be sent to E. R. Cook, 


Esq., secretary, the Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 2, who 
will acknowledge the receipt. 


General Council of the Bar. 
APPOINTMENT oF KING’s COUNSEL. 

The Attorney-General has received the following letter from the Lord 

Chancellor :— 
House of Lords, S.W. 1, 12th November. 

Dear Attorney-General,—As the Armistice brings peace within sight, 
and it may be hoped that a good many of those now on service will 
shortly return, I propose at some convenient date in the near future to 
make recommendations to his Majesty for the grant of silk. I think 
it right to give this information to you as Head of the: Bar.—Yours 
sincerely, FINLAY. 


ee 


Barristers and Military Service. 


The General Council of the Bar have appointed Mr. J. Alderson Foote, 
K.C., to be Chairman of the Council in the place of Mr. Justice P. O. 
Lawrence, and Mr. T. R. Hughes, K.C., to be Vice-Chairman in suc- 
cession to Mr. Foote, K.C. 

The following Special Committee has been appointed by the General 
Council of the Bar to deal with the questions arising out of the return of 
barristers and students from his Majesty's forces or other national 
service :— 

Sir Reginald Acland, K.C., Mr. Romer, K.C., Mr. Hawke, K.C., Mr 
P. 8. Stokes, Mr. E. W. Hansell, and Mr. Travers Humphreys. 

The offices of the committee will be at 5, Stone-buildings, Lincoln's 
Inn, W.C., where applications on the subject may be addressed. 





The Surveyors’ Institution. 
JUBILEE OF THE INSTITUTION. 


The fiftieth anniversary of the formation of the Surveyors’ Institu- 
tion will occur this month. There are now 4,896 members, representing 
all branches of real estate management, including many Colonial sur- 
veyors. 

The number of candidates examined has fallen owing to the war, and 
the normal increase of membership has consequently not been main 
tained; the roll included nearly 5,400 in 1914. Some 2,420 members 
have served with the naval and military forces during the war, ex 
clusive of those engaged in public services of a non-combatant nature. 
Of those on active service, 247 have lost their lives. The honours won 
by members’ include one C.B., three C.M.G., one M.V.O., sixteen 
DS.0., one D.S.C., four Bars to M.C, 104 M.C., three D.C.M., one 
M.M., one M.S.M., one Order of St. John of Jerusalem, and various 
foreign Orders. In addition, civil recognition for war. services has 
been gained in at least thirty-eight cases. 

The president in the jubilee year, Mr. John H. Oakley (Messrs. 
Daniel Smith, Oakley, & Garrard), is a grandson of one of the founders 
of the institution, and his father, the late Mr. Christopher Oakley, occu- 
pied the chair in 1897. The present premises of the institution, de- 
signed by Mr. Alfred Waterhouse, R.A., in 1898, have since been ex- 
tended, and accommodate the forestry museum and geological collections 
The designation ‘‘ Chartered Surveyor ” has been sanctioned for use by 
Fellows, under an Order of the Privy Council, and the examinations 
are recognized by the Civil Service Commissioners and other public 
authorities. 

Scholarships have been founded by the institution at Oxford and 
Cambridge, and elsewhere, and substantial grants made to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture at Cambridge University. Among the statutory 
powers conferred on the institution is that of the nomination of a sur- 


, 


Union Society of London. 


Session 1918-19.—The fifth meeting of the society waa held in the 
Middle Temple Common Room on Wednesday, 20th November, 1918, at 
8 p.m. The subject for debate was: “ That in the opinion of this House 
the Liquor Control Board should be abolished on the signing of peace.”’ 
Opener, Mr. F. D. Yeatman; opposer, Mr. R. Holt. The motion was 
carried, 





The League of Nations Union. 


At a meeting held at the Caxton Hall on 8th November, members 
of the League of Nations Society agreed to the amalg amation of their 
society with the recently formed League of Free Nations Association. 
Viscount Grey of Falloden is to be the president of the new union, which 
will have its offices at 22, Buckingham-gate, and at 1, Central-buildings, 
Westminster, S.W. 1. 

It has been agreed that amalgamation shall take place on the follow- 
ing basis :— 

1.—That the name of the amalgamated society shall be- 


Tue Leacve or Nations Union 


A British organisation founded to promote the formation of a World 
g nr 

League of Free Peoples for the securing of internationa] justice, mutual 
defence and permanent peace. 

Constituted by the Union of the League 
League of Free Nations Association. 

- Associated with the American ‘‘ League to Enforce Peace"’ 
kindred societies in the United Kingdom and abroad. 

g 


of Nations Society and the 
and other 


II.—That the following be the general object of the Union :— 

The establishment as soon as possible of a League of Free Peoples 
desirous of ending war for ever, and willing to agree :— 

1) To submit all disputes arising between themselves to methods 
of peaceful settlement. 

2) To suppress jointly, by the use of all means at their disposal, 
any attempt by any State to disturb the peace of the world by acta 
of war. 

3) To create a Supreme Court, and to respect and enforce its 
decisions. 

4) To establish a permanent council which shall provide for the 
development of international law, for the settlement of differences 
not suitable for submission to the Supreme Court, for the super 
vision and control of armaments, and for joint action in matters of 
common concern. 

5) To admit to the League all peoples able and willing to give 
effective guarantees of their loyal intention to observe ite covenants 
and thus to bring about such a world organisation as wil] guarantee 
the freedom of nations; act as trustee and guardian of uncivilised 
races and undeveloped territories ; maintain international order, and 
thus finally liberate mankind from the curse of war. 

The scheme of organisation for a League of Nations recently produced 
by a sub-committee of the League of Nations Society (now, as appears 
above, amalgamated with the League of Free Nations Association under 
the title of the League of Nations Union) has not only enjoyed very 
considerable publicity in this country, but has been widely circulated 
in the Dutch Press through the medium of the Dutch Anti-War Council. 
Moreover, the German papers also noticed the scheme, taking the account 
of it from the Dutch papers, and it was reproduced in, amongst others, 
the semi-official Norddeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung on 11th October 

A long report of the scheme appeared in the Nieuwe Rotterdamache 
Courant on the same date, comparing it wit hthe bases of the American 
League to Enforce Peace, the minimum programme of the Dutch Anti 
War Council, and the report of the Central Organisation for a Durable 
Peace. 





The Committee on War Damage. 


The following letter has been sent to Mr. Wardle, M.P. : 


To G. L. Warpiz, Esq., M.P., Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Trade. 

or Sir,—In your reply to our deputation on the 2th ultimo, you 
said if we could have prepared—‘‘ or can now prepare—some kind of esti 
mate of what you consder to be, or what you can find to be, the facts 
of the actual losses which have been susta:ned owing to air raids, and 
ut that in defincte black and white, to accompany the document which 
purpose to send in, I thnk jit will have a much more substantial effect.”” 
Our Chairman at once explained that we were already collecting this 
information for presentation to the Government, and I now send you 
copies of the returns received 
he returns of casualties are from fifty-one municipal districts which 
have suffered from ai raids or bombardments, and are sent in by the 
town clerks and olerks of the several] areas. In these districts (as shown 
by the returns) at least 488 persons have been killed and 1,014 injured ; 
and the estimated cost of making good damage to property is £677,773, 
You will observe that only tharty of the fifty-one authorities have 
complied with the committee's request to state the annual premiums 
they have paid on their corporate properties for aircraft insurance, both 
before and after the reduction of W per cent. which wae made by the 
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_— in 1917, These sums amount to £23,650 and £13,371 reapec- 
tively. 

I also enclose copies of returns from forty-one other authorities who 
have sent information as to the like premiums they have paid annually 
for rat! their own properties. ‘These premiums amount to £18,068 
and £10, reapectively. In these districts there have been no air raids 
or bombardments. 

If the whole of these premiums have been paid twice, the total amount 
which has been received by the Government from the ninety-one muni 
cipal authoritées (including the City of London) for insurance of their 
corporate property alone is about £132,076, 

he estimates of the cost of making good damage to property are, in 
certain respects, incomplete ; and in many areas the usual official duties 
of the authorities have made it impossible for them to complete and send 
in their returns. As further returns come in they ghall be sent on to you. 

The information asked for, and now given ‘in black and white” as 
ou desired, will, I trust, be sufficient to induce the Government to give 
ull effect, without further delay, to the principle of national responsi- 
bility as accepted by the Prime Minister on 13th July, 1917.—I am, your 
obedkent servant, W. H. Sovurnon, Honorary Secretary. 

18th November, 1918. 

P.S.—A considerable number of returns have been sent in from other 
districts in which there have been no air raids; but, as no definite 
information hae been supplied as to insurances, it has not been thought 
worth while to trouble you with these.—W. H. 8. 


A New Mart. 

Questions arising out of the recent sale of The Mart were, says the 
Times, discussed at a meeting of London and country auctioneers on 
the 15th imet., at the Auctioneers and Estate Agents’ Institute, Mr. 
W. H. Wells, the president, in the chair Among those present were 
Sir James Boyton, M.P., Mr. B. I’ Anson Breach, Mr. J. 8. Richardson, 
Sir Howard Frank, Mr. Sydney A. Smith, Mr. Alfred Moore, Mr. H. 
Mordaunt Rogers, Mr. Owen Wallis, and Mr. E. W, Rushworth. 

Mr. Alfred Moore proposed the formation of a small committee to 
consider the question of forming a new mart, if possible in a central 
=, preferably in the City. He hoped that in time the Auctioneers’ 
natitute would be rehoused in a more convenient place, and provide 
accommodation for sales. But that would take some years to accom 
plish. Mr. Herbert Daw seconded, suggesting that the Bank of England 
should be asked to postpone taking possession of the upper part of The 
Mart building until the auctioneers could secure other accommodation ; 
and Mr. B. I’Anson Breach maintained that it was essential that the 
new mart should be in the City. He had for a long while hoped that 
the Institute would eventually provide an auction mart as part of its 
premises. 

Replying to Mr. How, the Chatrman said the total annual income of 
The Mart had fallen from £4,873 for rooms, and £485 for posters, in 
1909, to £2,104 and £225 during the first ten months of the present year. 
Before the war the income averaged £5,000 a year. 

Mr. J. Seagram Richardson said the existing Mart had been sold for 
a sum representing £32 or £33 a square foot for the site, exclusive of 
the building ; but there were suitable sites in the City at £12 or £14 a 
square foot. 

Sir James Boyton thought that if the new mart could form part of 
some future building of the Institute it was a worthy object to aim at; 
and Mr. Gurney expressed regret that the proprietors of the old Mart 
had shown so little consideration for auctioneers. 

Sir Howard Frank said that, pending other premises being obtained, 
hie firm would be pleased to welcome any auctioneer who had a difficulty 
in getting accommodation, to Hanover-square, and without any charge. 

It was decided to refer the question to a committee, and to convene 
another meeting when its report had been received. 








Transfer Delays on Registered 
War Loan. 


Some months ago, says the 7'imes, under “‘ City Notes ’’ (20th inst.), 
as the result of discussions Letween the Bank of England and the lead- 
ing jobbers in the Consols market over the provincial grievance that 
dealings in ‘‘ registered ’’ War Loan were looked at less favourably by 
the latter than in “inscribed ’’ stock, owing to the delay of ten days 
at the Bank before the transfers were put through, it was announced 
that the Bank would in future assist in shortening this period in oa 
manner which might be expected to reduce it to only three or four days. 
This was to be done by the Bank notifying the transferor directly, the 
transfer was lodged, and asking him to reply by return of post that 
it was correct, in which case the Bank would register the holding at 
once in the new name. Some dissatisfaction, however, over the results 
accruing from this procedure appears to be growing in the market, and 
we hear complaints on the part of the jobbers that aesents from the 
transferors of registered War Loan do not come back in any large pro- 
portion quickly enough to shorten the full ten days’ delay, so that the 
jobbers are left with their old objection to buying the registered stock, 
as compared with the inscribed, because of having to wait until they 
can paas the title. A correspondent, writing to the T'imes on this subject, 
suggests, as the outcome of his own experience of one of these notifica- 





tions from the Bank, that it is hardly surprising if they do not general! 
attract the response desired. He points out that, though an catdepe 
addressed to the Bank is englosed for a reply, it is not stamped, and 
also that the wording is not sufficiently emphatic ae to the importance 
of an immediate reply in the affirmative. A stamped envelope, he thinks, 
would make all the difference. The point is certainly worth attention. 








The Appointment of Justices, 


In the House of Lords, on the 14th inst., sayg the Z’imes, the Marquess 
of Crewe called attention to the recommendations in the Report of the 
Royal Commission on the Selection of Justices of the Peace in 1911, 
regarding politica) pressure exercised in favour of particular candidates ; 
and asked the Government whether these recommendations might be 
taken to cover the practice of canvassing the members of advisory com- 
mittees. 

The Lord Chancellor said that the advisory committees afforded very 

reat assistance in selecting men for the duties who were qualified to 

ischarge them with a in a particular locality. He agreed with 
what had been said as to the undesirability of anything like political 
pressure being brought to bear upon them. Canvassing in the sense of 
soliciting votes was very much to ‘be deprecated, particularly political 
canvassing. dt was, however, extremely difficult to draw the line. It 
would be the greatest mistake to cut off the local advisory committees 
from the particular sources of information which were open to them, 
and a reasonable and proper statement of the qualifications of men for 
the office of justices must not be considered the application of pressure. 
It was proper that all persons having knowledge should assist the com- 
mittees with information which would enable the committees to arrive 
ata right conclusion. It was extremely difficult to draw the line between 
what was right in the matter and what overstepped the bounds of that 
which was desirable and became the solicitation of votes. That must be 
left to the good sense of the public and to the attitude taken up by the 
advisory committees, who, while welcoming any information, were quite 
able to discourage the pestering of them by way of canvassing. The 
report of the Royal Commission showed that they considered—rightly, he 
thought—that political considerations should not be entirely excluded. 
It was desirable not only that the Bench should be efficient, but that it 
should command the confidence of the community. However fit the 
Bench might be, if members of any particular political party were con- 
sistently excluded from it an impression esa Fg ow up that the com- 
position of the advisory committee was aaaiiel ent unfair. Political 
opinion should not interfere with fitness for the office of a justice of the 
eace, but it was an element in determining whether a Bench should 

80 constituted as to enjoy the confidence of the community. 

Viscount Haldane expressed agreement with what had been said by 
the Marquess of Crewe and the Lord Chancellor. It was necessary to 
look for something more than the best qualified Bench that could be 
obtained; one must try to secure the satisfaction of the community. 
Lord Harris said that so far as he knew the = had worked smoothly 
and had been of great assistance to the Lord Lieutenant and to the Lord 
Chancellor. 

The subject then dropped. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS, 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at ‘the Intermediate Examination held on Sth and 3ist 
October, 1918 :— 

A candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the Examination 
the same time. 

PAssED, 

King, Henry Charles John Shutt!e- 
worth. 

Monks, Frederick Edwin. 

Moores, Hubert Samuel Thomas. 


Norwood, Charles Wilks. 
Peters, John Brown Meharry. 


Aitken, Edward John. 
Banwell, George Harold. 
Bohan, James. 

Bunker, Leslie John Daniel. 
Clark, Henry. 

Feltham, Thomas Bruce. 
Jagger, Basil Charles Barwell. Thomas, Samuel George. 

Johnston, Wilfrid Robert. Tomson, Harry Hooper. 

The following candidates have passed the Legal portion only :— 
Bennett, Guy Whittem. Potel, Joseph George. 

Briant, |Arthur James. Seseions, Lionel Frank, B.A. (Can- 
Cartmell, Cyril, B.A. (London). tab.) 
Kenworthy, Charles Houldsworth,Yelloly, Samuel Webster. 
B.A. (Cantab.) Yeo, Henry. 
No. of candidates, 35. Passed, 23. 

The following candidates have passed the Trust Accounts and Book- 
keeping portion only :— 
Digby-Seymour, Charles Harper. 
Duthie, Arthur Wansbrough. 
Dyson, Eric. 

Emmett, George Frederick. 
Ford, William. 


Gray, Bargrave Deane. 

Halmshaw, John, LL.B, (Sheffield’ 
Hillier, Alfred Charles. 

Lockwood, Alan Parker. 
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Morgan, H 4 Samuels, Albert Edward 
Perry, Jobn Soins. Sanders, William Douglas Shearly 
No. of candidates, 32. ePassed, 28. 

By order of the Council, 

: E. R. Coox, Secretary. 
Law’ Society's Hall, Ohancery-lane, London, W.C ’ 

15th November’ 1918. eS 

FINAL EXAMINATION, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
a at the Final Examination held on 28th and “29th October, 


Badmington, Henry Elias. Jones, Frederick William Ernest. 
Boocock, Joseph Tong, B.A. Jones, Richard Gwynedd. 
(London). Lewis, Frank Herbert. 
Breakwell, John Howard. Maples, Edward John Stanley. 
Brewer, ‘Alan. Morris, Owen Temple. 
Brundell, William Charles Fre- Morrish, Eric John. 
derick. Moxon, Clarence Edwin. 
Chapman, James Taylor. Oddy, Sydney John. 
Charles, Harry Joseph. Oppenheim, Percy Guy. 
Clayton, Bridge Baron. Phillips, Albert William. 
Corner, George. Powell, Thomas Glyn. 
Cummings, John. Ranson, Edward. 
Dennett, John. Robinson, John Edgar, LL.B. 


Desquesnes, Arnold, LL.B. (Vic- (Manchester). 
toria). Rose, Reginald George. 
Dodsworth, Leonard Lumley Sav- Rossdale, Frank Archibald, B.A, 


age, B.A. (Oxon.). LL.B. (Cantab.) 
Drayton, Robert Harry. Steele, Enic. 
Ellingworth, Harry. Turner, William Victor. 
Gordon, George. Underwood, Arthur Leonard. 
Gregson, Alban Humfrey. Woodhouse, Eric. 
Isitt, Neville. Wooldridge, Leonard Gordon. 


No. of candidates, 40. Passed, 38. 
Honorary Distinction, 


The Examination Committee recommend the following as being entitled 
to Honorary Distinetion :— 


First Cass. 


(In Order of Merit.) 

1. Crarence Epwin Moxon, who served his articles of clerkship with 
Mr. Ernest Henry Foster (deceased) and Mr. George Edward Foster, 
both of the firm of Messrs, Walter & E. H. Foster, of Leeds. 

2. Joun Dennett, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr 
William Henry Andrew, of St. Helens, Lancashire 

Szconp Crass. 


(In Alphabetical Order.) 

Joseph Tong Boocock, B.A. (London), who served his articles of | 
clerkship with Mr. John Edmund Jones, of York. 

Harry Joseph Charles, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. 
Robert John Cooke, of the firm of Messrs. Freeman & Cooke, of London. 

Eric John Morrish, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. 
Harold Bee James, of Leeds. 

Percy Guy Oppenheim, who served his articles of clerkehip with Mr. 
William Rudd, of the firm of Messrs. William Rudd & Company, of 
Liverpool, 

Turrp Crass. 
(In Alphabetical Order.) 


Arnold Desquesnes, LL.B. (Victoria), who served his articles of clerk- 
ship with Mr. Ernest Desquesnes, of Salford, Manchester. 
mard Lumley Savage Dodsworth, B.A, (Qxon.), who served his 





| articles of clerkship with Mr. William Simpson Hannam, of the firm of 


Messrs. North & Sons, of Leeds. 

Neville Isitt, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. Louis Wise, 
of the firm of Messrs. Wise & Wise, of Manchester. 

Edward Jobn Stanley Maples, who served his articles of clerkship with 
Mr. Harold Stanley Maples (deceased), of the firm of Messrs. Maples & 
Son, of =! 

Albert William Phillips, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. 
Frederick Huntley, of the firm of Mesars. Huntley & Son, of London. 

Thomas Glyn Powell, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. 
John Moy Evans, of Swansea, and Measrs. J. T. Lewis & Woods, of 
London. 

Edward Ranson, who served his articles of clerkship with Mr. David 
Lewis Sprake, of the firm of Messrs. D. L. Sprake & Son, of Accrington, 

By order of the Council, 
E. R. Coox, Secretary. 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C, 2. 
15th November, 1918 


Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on Monday night :— 

Lincotn’s Inn,—A. T. Brown; 0. 8. Hooper 

Inner Temrpte.—R. R. Evison, B.A., Camb.; N. G. Scorgie, M.A., 
LL.B., Camb.: M. L. Horn, B.A., Oxon; E. J. Miller-Williams, B.A., 
LL.B., Camb.; J. D. Porter, B.A., Oxon; A. E. Seddon, B.A., Camb, ; 
C. 8S. Trubshaw, B.A., Camb.; A. B. A. Haleem, B.A., Oxon; A. Kumar, 
B.A., Camb. ; N. 8. Chenoy 

Mippie Tempte.—J. D. Kiernander; J. MacW. Vallance, M.A., 8t. 
Andrews ; Captain O. F. Baerlein, M.C., B.A., Camb. ; Lieutenant J. G. 
Denniston, B.A., Camb. and N. Zealand; N. Biddell; Captain C. B. 
Baker, R.A.F.; J. Lindsay 

Gray's Inn.—F. C. Greene, B.A., Camb.; Captain W. L. Langley 
Taylor, R.F.A.; Lieutenant P. T. Wellsteed; Captain J. E. Muller, 
M.C., R.F.A.: Lieutenant R. C. Vaughan, M.C., RAF; J. R. 
McKnight, M.A.. LL.B ° Camb -E. F Fredericks, LL. B., Shaw Univ., 
North Carolina, U.S.A.; J. H. Cadman, B.A., B.Sc., Lond 

We have not included the names of gentlemen who, presumably, will 
not practise in this country. 


Obituary. 
Mr. F. W. Yeates. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. Freperick WILttam YEATES 


on the 8th inst., in London, at the age of eighty-two years. He was 
the son of Mr. William Willson Yeates, of Caversham, and grandson of 
Mr. William Yeates who in 1785 was a partner with Mr. Chilton, the 
founder of the firm of Burton, Yeates & Hart. Mr. Frederick William 
Yeates was admitted in 1858, and joimed the firm of Chilton, Burton, 
| Yeates & Hurt im August, 1860. He acted as solicitor for the Honour- 
able Society of the Inner Temple until hie retirement in August, 1897, 
He married Ekizabeth, the daughter of Captain Christopher Smith, R.N. 





Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 


* Dissolution. 
Harotp CHaronern Lewin and Joun Artuvur Levert, solicitors 


(Newton, Lewin & Levett), 277, High-street, Lewisham, §8.E., and 
3, Salters’ Hall-court, Cannon-street, E.C. Nov. 8. The mid Harry 
Chaloner Lewin will in future carry on business as from that date at 
the above address under the style of Newton & Lewin, and the said John 














THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co, Lto. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 





LICENSE SPECIALISTS 





IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mbortgages of 
INSURANCE. Licensed Fichate. settled ty Counsel, will be sent on application. 





24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2, 
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Arthur Levelt, will in fitase ay @ business at the same address 
under the style of Newton, Levett & Son. [Gasette, Nov. 15. 


Henours, 


Sr Sinxry Antrvn Tayron Rowtatt, one of the judges of His 
Majesty's Hich Court of Justice, hae been appointed to be an additional 
Knight Commander of the Most Exalted Order of the Star of India in 
recognition of meritorious service rendered in connection with the war 
Mr. Justice Rowlatt was the chairman of the committee on “ oruména] 
conspiracies connected with revolutionary movements in India.’’ whose 
report d'scl-sed the extraordinary ramifications and criminal character 
of German intrigue : 


General. 


The Board of Agriculture announces that the prices to be paid to 
farmers for controlled cereals harvested in 1919 will be not less than 
those now current 

It is officially announced that from Thursday, the 2lst inst., inclusive, 
passengers from Great Britain for Ireland will no longer require permite. 
The restrictions on routes to and from Ireland are removed, and pas- 
sengers may proceed by any route 

The November seasions of the Central Criminal Court were opened at 
the Old Bailey on Tuesday by the Lord Mayor (Alderman Sir Horace 
Brooks Marshall), who was accompanied by the Recorder, the Common 
Serjeant, the Sheriffs, and other officials. Mr. Justice Lawrence began 
the trial of cases in the Judge's list on Wednesday 

Mr. Joseph John Bisgood (London Secretary of the Edinburgh Life 
Assurance O-mpony) has been elected president, and Mesers. W. H. 
Stentiford and 8. W. Gladwell, vice-presidents, of the Chartered Institute 
of Secretaries. Mr. Charles E. Musgrave (Secretary of the London 
Chamber of Commerce) has been elected treasurer for the ensuing year. 

The Lord Mayor, at the Mansion House Justice Room last Saturday. 
said although there had been enormous crowds in the City throughout 
the week, there had been only seventeen cases of drunkenness. That 
was a great testimony to the orderly conduct of the people and to the 
tact with which the crowds had been handled by the police. 

Writing to the hon. secretary of the Kingston Division Central Con- 
servative Association, Lord Cave says :—‘‘ It is a great pleasure to me, 
now that this horrible war is ended im a splendid victory, to go back, 
ae I have always hoped to do, to my old profession, but I am unfeignedly 
sorry that the change involves my leaving the House of Commons and 
ceasing to represent the place in which I have spent nearly all my life.’’ 

The Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) have in the past nine 
months issued Orders closing for the remainder of the licensing year 
eleven licensed premises for the sale and supply of intoxicating liquor at 
the following places :—In Eng'and, at Canterbury, Glossop (two), London 
(Hamover-square P.S.D.), Morecambe, Royston (Yorks W.R.), and 
Tarvin; and in Scotland at Edinburgh, Leith (two), and Tobermory. 
The Board have found it necessary to close in all 178 houses—92 in 


England and 86 in Scotland 

In the Houe of Commons, on the 14th inst.. Mr. Bonar Law said :- 
The Prime Minister proposes to recommend His Majesty to issue on 
25th November a Proclamation summoning a new Parliament. When 
this is done the nomination day will be 4th December and the polling 
day 14th December. Votes will be counted on a day subsequent to the 
polling day, which will depend on the Bill now before the House. If 
that Bill is not passed, the day for the count cannot be later than 
Sunday, 22nd December, which is, in fact, not a statutory day, and it 
would be 2lst December. If the Bill is passed without amendment the 
count may be postponed to Saturday, 28th December. 

The following was issued on the 15th imst. from New Scotland Yard :~ 
**In April, 1917, the Commissioner of Police issued a warning through 
the Press to motomsts against the growing disregard of the law in not 
having identification marks easily distinguishable and of proper dimen- 
sions on their cars. Notwithstanding this warning, a special observation 
made shortly afterwards detected over 4,000 offences of this class in 
London. The condition of identification marks generally in the metro- 
polis is again found to be such that the Commissioner desires to repeat 
this warning. Those owners and drivers who do not profit by it will 
havé only themselves to thank if they are reported and summoned.” 

The Chairman of Committees in the House of Lords intimates that he 
will give favourable consideration to the introduction during next session 
of late private Bills (i.e., Bills not deposited in December in accordance 
with Standing Orders) for which urgency can be claimed owing to the 
Armistice and the prospect of peace. The Bills referred to are Bills 
which have been held up owing to the war and Bills dealing with new 
projecta calculated to promote the work of reconstruction. Application 
for leave to introduce any such late Bills should be made early in the 
session to secure due time for their consideration. Before making this 
intimation the Lord Cha‘rman had been in oonsultation with the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means, who anticipates that a similar relaxation of 
Standing Orders will be allowed in the House of Commons, 

Mr. Prothero, President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
will receive next Tuesday a deputation from the National Sea Fisheries 
Protection Association, who will ask the Government to establish a 
separate Ministry for the Fisheries. The association claims that sea 
and inland fisheries are among the most valuable of our - national 
resources, that they are capable of great expansion, and that such 











development ee, eee on the assistance of the State. It 
is contended that nothing short o a oye of a Mimieter of the 
Crown to give his undivided jnterest to subject will meet the require. 
mente of the industry and the necessities of the nation. 

In the House of Gommons, on Monday, Mr. Bonar Law, replying to 
& question asked by Sir H. Dalziel whet , having regard to the desire 
of a large number of manufacturing firms to increase their plant, thereby 
placing themselves in a position to absorb a large amount of labour that 
would shortly be available, he would consider favourably the modifica. 
tion of the restrictions at present imposed in regard to the iseue of new 
capital, said :—As stated in the notice issued in the Press this morning, 
it is not possible to relax restrictions on capital issues at present. The 
whole question is receiving immediate consideration, but on the grounds 
suggested by my right hon. friend as well as others I think it will be 
found essential to continue for some time a system of giving priority in 
the use of available capital, as in other things, to purposes of teamedlate 
national importance. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE O8 
EMERGENCY Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Ror. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 


Mr. Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Mr. Justice P.O 
LAWRENCE. 


Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 


Date. 
Mr. Charch 
Farmer 
Jolly 
S'nge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Mr. Justice 
PRTER<ON, 
Mr. Bloxam 


r 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Charch 
Farmer 


Mr. Farmer 
ollv 
Synve 
Bloxam 


Rorrer 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice 
YounosER. 


Monday.. Nov. 25 Wr. Jo'ly 
ee b Svnee 
. 27 Bloxam 


Borrer 
Goldschmi It 
Leach 


. 
29 
Saturday .... 30 
Mr. Justice 
Date ASTRURY. 
Monday..Nov. 26 Mr. Leach 
Tnesday 26 Church 
Wednetday .. Farmer 
Thureday .... Jolly 
Pridav........ 29 Syne 
Saturday .... Bloxam 


. Borrer 
Goi dachmidt 
Leach 
Charch 


Farmer 
Jolly 


Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Church 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Nov 15. 


Bririen Cergsrt Water PRoorine Co,Ltp. (IN Lig” IDaTION).—Creditors are required, * 
on or befo e Dec 16, to snd t’eir names and addresses, and pa’t culars of their debts 
or claims, to Frank Lindsay Fisher Kassish:w Houve, Basin hal! st, liquidator ° 

DECORATORS SUPPLY, L’p.— redit rsare required, on or before D-c 30 to send their 
names and addresses, and the particul-rs of their debts or elaims, to John Louis Kirby, 
C binet ch» brs, Basir ehall et, Leed«, liquidator. 

DuN NERY Co. Ltp.--Creditors sre required, on or before Dec °1, vo send In their names 
and addres-es and fal! particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Aylett Moure, 
8, Creaby sa, liquidator. 

EARDIston FarMinG Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 21, to send their 
nanes and addresses, and the par icu'ers of th: ir debts or c.alms, to George Ballard, 
"he Lowe, Stockts , Worce-tershire, liquidator. 

Fowry (No. 3) Srgamsnie Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 

required, on or before D c 1%, to sen4 their nam~s and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Ad: p>us Fale 7, Princes st, Truro, liquidator. 

NovTrngHaM Hosrery NESDLE Makers, Lty.—(redit rs are required,on or before 
Deo 24. to send i their names an: addressees and perticulars of their debts or 
claws, te Percy H. Hershaw, 15, Tong row, Nottingh»m, liquidator. 

UNITep CONFECTIONERY Co, LTD —Creditars are revutred, on or before Dec 98, to send 
t eirname an! addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Mr. Walter 
Fred Harris, Bank chmbrs, Parliament st, Hull, liquidator. 

JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTEgp In CHANCERY. 
Londen Gazette.—TUEsDAY, Nov. 19. 


RDINGTON ROLLFR SKATING RINK Co, Lrp.—Creditors sre required, on or before 
io 29, to send heir names and «Adresses, and the parti-ulars of their debts or claims, 

to Mr. Har 14 BR reese Thon as Wilde, 45, Newhell +t, Birmingham, | quidator. 
GLope Express, Lrp. (IN LiquipaTion).—(reditors are her by required, on or before 

Dc 81 to serd rarticulars, in writi g, of their debts or claims, to Juhn Avery, 52, 


No. 2 HARGREAVES INVERSTMENT Co, LTD —Creditors are required, onor before Dec 
7. A a thei n-mes and a’ res es, and the partion lars of thei debts or claims, to 


o ’ d, Market chr bre, Ace ingt n, 'iquitat r. 
bet nired on or before D c 31, to rend int cir namesand 


ARROT?. L?D.— C editors are r 

. ade resses, with particu ars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Carter, 1-2 Queen 
at, liquid*t r.- 

Java ry BorxFo Co, Ltp.—Creditors are requ'red.on or before Dec 16, to send their 
names and adress *,an! the particulars of theirdebts or claims, to Wel:woud James 
* axWell, 56, Moorvare at, liquid t r. 

New Monte Rosa GoLp Mrnine Co, Lrp. (In VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or bef re Dec 20, to send in their names and addresses, and 
particu ars of theirdebt or claims t+ B F M ore, 4fa, Pall mall, ‘iquidator. 

WiLsen ROLLING SHUTTER Co (1914), L7D.—Creditor: are required, on or before Dec 
18, to send their names and addresses and the p»rticulars of their debts or claims, 
to Fredo Wm Davis 95-07, Finsbury pvmt, liquidator. 


Coleman st, li ui ‘ater. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—FripaY, Nov. 15. 
W. Crumb'ehulme & Sons, Ltd. Midland Galvanised Holloware Co, Lid- 
Nottingham Fo-lery Needle Makers, Ltd. Dennery Co, Ltd. 


tates & Trading Syudicate, Fowey (No 3) Steamship Co, Ltd, 
a ae — Hitchin Playhouse, Ltd. 
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